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Highlights 


62397  Banking  FRS  amends  regulations  on  payment  of 
interest  on  deposits. 

62628  OH  and  Gas  Reserves  Interior /BLM  resdiedules 
first  oil  and  gas  competitive  lease  sale  in  Alaska 
National  Petroleum  Reserve.  (Part  ID  of  this  issue) 

62608  Motor  Vehicle  PoHution  EPA  proposes  to  permit 
manufacturers  of  light-duty  diesel  vehicles  and 
trucks  to  average  particulate  emissions.  (Part  n  of 
this  issue) 

62596  Imports  Trade  Representative  requests  comments 
on  exclusion  from  U.S.  of  certain  steel  rod  treating 
apparatus. 

62479  Water  PoHution  Control  EPA  and  DOT/CG  invite 
comments  on  marine  sanitation  device  program. 

62638  Aviation  Safety  DOT/FAA  proposes  to  amend 

cross-country  aeronautical  experience  requirements 
for  private  and  commercial  pilot  certification.  (Part 
IV  of  this  issue) 

62599  Buses  DOT/UMTA  seeks  transit  operators  to 
participate  in  New  Bus  Equipment  Introduction 
Program. 


CONTINUEO  mSlOE 
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FEDERAL  REGISTER  Published  daily,  Monday  through  Friday, 
(not  published  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  holidays), 
by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and 
Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as 
amended;  44  U.S.C.  Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the 
Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I). 
Distribution  is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making 
available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued  by 
Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and 
Executive  Orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having  general 
applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be 
published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public 
inspection  in  ffie  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the 
issuing  agency. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers, 
free  of  postage,  for  $75.00  per  year,  or  $45.00  for  six  months, 
payable  in  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  is  $1.00 
for  each  issue,  or  $1.00  for  each  greup  of  pages  as  actually 
bound.  Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  may  be  directed 
to  the  telephone  numbers  listed  under  INFORMATION  AND 
ASSISTANCE  in  the  READER  AIDS  section  of  this  issue. 


62554  Motor  Carriers  ICC  permits  motor  carriers  of 

property  to  recover  reasonable  foreseeable  future 
costs  in  general  increase  filings. 

62396  Radioactive  materials  NRC  clarifies  requirement 
for  use  of  uranium  shielding  in  shipping  containers. 

62452  Hazardous  Materials  Transportation  DOT/RSPA 
■  establishes  requirements  for  seamless  aluminum 
cylinders  made  of  alloys. 

62462  Motor  Carriers  ICC  interprets  final  rule  on 

compensated  intercorporate  hauling  operations. 

62443  Marine  Safety  DOT/CG  issues  regulations  on 
vessel  navigation  lights. 

62441  Military  Personnel  DOD  clarifies  procedures  for 
obtaining  records  needed  for  discharge  review. 

62449  Postal  Service  PS  lowers  minimum  pound 
requirements  for  third-class  5-digit  ZIP  code 
presorted  mail. 

62566  Motor  Carriers  ICC  approves  Railroad  Cost  Index 
filed  by  the  Association  of  American  Railroads. 

62391  Tobacco  USDA/AMS  amends  inspection  user  fee 
regulations. 

62464  Freedom  of  Information  DOE  proposes  to  revise 
schedule  of  fees  for  document  search  and 
duplication. 

62487  Imports  USDA  issues  first  quarterly  import 

estimates  of  specified  meals  for  calendar  year  1982. 

62490  Textiles  CITA  amends  restraint  level  for  certain 
wool  textile  products  fix>m  the  Republic  of 
Singapore. 

62487  Countervailing  Duties  Commerce/FTA  issues  final 
results  of  administrative  review  on  certain  castor  oil 
products  from  Brazil. 

Privacy  Act  Documents 

62543  HHS/HCFA 

62553  ICA 


62601  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 

62606  Part  II,  EPA 
62628  Part  III,  Interior/BLM 
62638  Part  IV,  DOT/FAA 
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62464 

62394 

62394 

62391 


62391 

62391 

62487 

62487 

62491 


62543 

62395 

62569 

62569 

62443 

62479 


Administration  Office,  Executive  Office  of  ttw 

President 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Freedom  of  Information  Act;  implementation 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
RULES 

Lemons  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

Oranges  (navel)  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

Tobacco  inspection: 

User  fees  for  inspection  and  certification 

Agriculture  Department 

See  also  Agricultural  Mariceting  Service;  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service;  Forest 
Service;  Packers  and  Stockyards  Administration. 
RULES 

Authority  deIegati(His  by  Secretary  and  General 
Officers: 

New  agencies,  realignment  of  functions,  etc.; 
conforming  authority  delegations;  correction 
Office  of  Personnel;  support  of  Committee 
Management  Officer 
NOTICES 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

Future  of  Cooperative  Extension  Joint  Committee 
Meat  import  limitations;  quarterly  estimates 

Air  Force  Department 
NOTICES 

Meetings: 

Scientific  Advisory  Board 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

January  (1982) 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 

RULES 

Animat  and  poultry  import  restrictions: 

Mares,  from  countries  affected  with  CEM; 
approved  States 

Arts  and  Humanities,  National  Foundation 
NOTICES  ' 

Meetings: 

Humanities  Advisory  Panel 
Visual  Arts  Panel 

Coast  Guard 
RULES 

Inland  waterways  navigation  regulations: 

Lights  and  shapes;  positioning  and  technical 
details 

>  PROPOSED  RULES 
Pollution: 

Marine  sanitation  devices;  program  review 


"  Commerce  Department 

See  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board;  International 
Trade  Administration. 

Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commission 

NOTICES 

62601  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission 

NOTICES 

62601  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (5  documents) 

Customs  Service 

NOTICES 

62600  Tariff  reclassification  of  tubular  textile  braided 
lead  lines;  established  and  uniform  practice; 
extension  of  time 

Defense  Department 

See  also  Air  Force  Department;  Engineers  Corps. 
RULES 

62441  Discharge  Review  Boards;  military  records, 
procedures  for  obtaining  copies 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

62491  Electron  Devices  Advisory  Group 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

NOTICES 

Natural  gas;  fuel  oil  displacement  certification 
applications: 

62492  Capco  Pipe  Co.,  Inc. 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Economic  Regulatory  Administration; 
Energy  Research  Office;  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

PROPOSED  RULES 

62464  Freedom  of  Information  Act;  implementation 
62480  Procurement 

Energy  Research  Office 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

62492  DOE/NSF  Nuclear  Science  Advisory  Committee 

Engineer  Corps 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

62491  Palo  Duro  Creek,  Hansford  County,  Tex.; 
multipurpiose  dam;  notice  of  intent 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

RULES 

Air  pollution;  standards  of  performance  for  new 
stationary  sources: 

62449  Washington;  authority  delegation 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  pollution  control;  new  motor  vehicles  and 
engines:  - 

62608  Particulate  emissions  averaging;  1985  and  later 

model  year  diesel-fueled  light-duty  vehicles  and 
light-duty  trucks 
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£2480 

62479 


62537 
62536 

62538 


62602 


62400 

62399 

62402 

62403 
62436 
62401- 
62403 


62638 

62467 

62468, 

62469 

62466 

62469- 

62471 

62596 


62598 

62597 


62603 


62439 

62439 

62440 


62472 


62493 

62494, 

62495 

62516 


Air  quality  planning  purposes;  designation  of  areas: 

California;  extension  of  time 
Water  pollution  control; 

Marine  sanitation  devices;  program  review 
NOTICES 

Air  pollution  control;  steel  industry  compliance 
extension  applications,  etc.: 

Alabama  By-Products  Corp. 

Ford  Motor  Co. 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

Agency  statements;  weekly  receipts 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Commission 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

RULES 

Airworthiness  directives: 

Airbus  Industrie 
Swearingen  _ 

Control  zones 
IFR  altitudes 

Standard  instrument  approach  procedures 
Transition  areas  (3  documents] 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Airmen  certification: 

Pilot  cross-country  experience  requirements 
Airworthiness  directives; 

Air  Tractor 
Bell  (2  documents) 

Boeing 

Transition  areas  (3  documents] 

NOTICES 

Air  traffic  computer  replacement  program; 
indemniHcation  of  contractors 
Aircraft  certiHcation  status,  etc.: 

Rolls-Royce,  Ltd. 

Meetings: 

•  Aeronautics  Radio  Technical  Commission  (2 
documents] 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (3  documents] 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

RULES 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978;  ceiling  prices  for 
high  cost  natural  gas  produced  from  tight 
formations;  various  States; 

Colorado 
New  Mexico 
Texas 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Electric  utilities: 

Rate  schedules  filing;  inclusion  of  construction 
work  in  progress  for  public  utilities;  extension  of 
time,  etc. 

NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

American  Natural  Rocky  Mountain  Co. 
Canyonville,  Oreg.  (2  documents] 

Carolina  Power  &  Light  Co. 


62517  Central  Power  &  Light  Co. 

62495  Citizens  Utilities  Co. 

62495,  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.  (2  documents] 

62496 

62496  Cruz,  Edward  S.,  et  al. 

62497  Duke  Power  Co. 

62518  El  Paso  Electric  Co. 

62518  Energy  Terminal  Services  Corp. 

62497  Flathead  Joint  Board  of  Flathead,  Mission  & 

'  Jocko  Valley  Irrigation  Districts 

62498,  Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.  (2  documents] 

62518 

62498  Gold  Bar,  Wash. 

62499  Grisdale  Hill  Co. 

62499  Hydro  Electiiic  Constructors,  Inc. 

62519  Hydro  Energies  Corp. 

62500-  Hydro  Management,  Inc.  (4  documents] 

62502 

62503  Idaho  Power  Co. 

62519  Iowa  Electric  Light  &  Power  Co. 

62503  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Inc. 

62504  Linville,  Richard  K. 

62504  Live  Oak  Associates  West 

62505  Long  Lake  Energy  Corp. 

62505  Louisiana  Resources  Co. 

62520  MacArthur,  Charles  E.,  et  al. 

62506  Mill  Pond  Associates,  Inc. 

62520  Missouri  Power  &  Light  Co. 

62506  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America 

62507  Pacific  Offshore  Pipeline  Co. 

62522  Page,  Victor  et  al. 

62509  Public  Service  Co.  of  New  Mexico 

62509  Quincy-Columbia  Basin  Irrigation  District  et  al. 

62523  R.D.D.,  Inc. 

62510  Skykomish,  Wash. 

62510  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

62511  Southern  Utah  Valley  Power  Project 

62512  Supenn  Pipeline 

62512  Taft,  Lawrence  R. 

62512  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

62513  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

62515  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co. 

62515,  Valero  Transmission  Co.  et  al.  (2  documents] 

62516 

62516  Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corp. 

Natural  gas  companies: 

62521  CertiHcates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity; 
applications,  abandonment  of  service  and 
petitions  to  amend;  Mitchell  Energy  & 
Development  Corp.  et  al. 

62522  Small  producer  certificates,  applications;  Puma 
Petroleum  Co.  et  al. 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

62514  Fuel  oil  displacement  transportation  certificates; 
applications  Bled  by  various  companies 

62524-  Jurisdictional  agency  determinations  (2 

62531  documents] 

62492  Jurisdictional  agency  determinations;  well 

category  withdrawal 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

62598  Chautauqua  County,  N.Y.;  intent  to  prepare 

62598  Knox  and  Blount  Counties,  Tenn.;  intent  to 

prepare 
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Federal  Maritime  Commission 

NOTICES 

62539  Agreements  filed,  etc. 

Energy  and  environmental  statements;  availability, 
etc.: 

62539  South  Carolina  States  Ports  Authority  and  Orient 
Overseas  Container  Lines  et  al.;  five  year  lease 
of  certain  premises,  etc. 

62539  Portwide  exemption;  removal  petition  filed  by 
Florida  Customs  Brokers  &  Forwarders  Association 
Inc.;  inquiry 

Federal  Reserve  System 

RULES 

Interest  on  deposit  (Regulation  Q): 

62397  Conformance  with  Depository  Institutions 

Deregulation  Committee  rules 
NOTICES 

Bank  holding  companies:  proposed  de  novo 
nonbank  activities: 

62541  Barclays  Bank  Ltd.  et  al. 

62540  Provident  National  Corp.  et  al. 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

RULES 

Prohibited  trade  practices: 

62438  Godfrey  Co. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

62543  Medical  devices;  draft  standards  policy; 

availability 

Foreign*Trade  Zones  Board 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

62487  Tennessee 

Forest  Service 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

62486  Sierra  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

General  Services  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

62542  Advisory  Board 

Geological  Survey 

NOTICES 

Opter  Continental  Shelf;  oil,  gas,  and  sulphur 
operations;  development  and  production  plans: 
62548  Forest  Oil  Corp. 

62548  Gulf  Oil  Exploration  &  Production  Co. 

62549  Mobil  Oil  ^ploration  &  Producing  Southeast, 
Inc. 

62548  SONAT  Exploration  Co. 

Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

See  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration;  Food  and  Drug  Administration; 
Health  Care  Financing  Administration:  National 
Institutes  of  Health;  Public  Health  Service. 

Health  Care  Financing  Administration 

NOTICES  ' 

62543  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 


Indian  Affairs  Bureau 

NOTICES 

62549  School  construction  priorities  list,  1983  FY 

Interior  Department 

See  Geological  Survey;  Indian  Affairs  Bureau;  Land 
Management  Bureau;  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  E^orcement  Office. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

62600  Commissioner's  Advisory  Group 

International  Communication  Agency 

NOTICES 

62553  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records  ' 

International  Trade  Administration 

RULES 

Export  licensing: 

62438  Commodity  Control  List;  computer  licensing 

applications,  processing;  clarification 
62437  Technical  data;  correction 

NOTICES 

Countervailing  duties: 

62487  Castor  oU  products  from  Brazil 

Scientific  articles;  duty  fiee  entry: 

62490  Washington  State  University  et  al. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

RULES 

Motor  carriers: 

62462  Compensated  intercorporate  hauling  operations; 

interpretation 
NOTICES 
Motor  carriers: 

62557,  Finance  applications  (3  documents) 

62567 

62559,  Permanent  authority  applications  (2  documents) 

62562 

62563  Permanent  authority  applications;  restriction 
removals 

62554  Recovmy  of  foreseeable  future  costs,  and  non¬ 
issue  general  commodity  traffic  data 
requirements;  final  procedures 

Rail  carriers: 

62566  Cost  recovery  procedures:  railroad  cost  index 
Railroad  operation,  acquisition,  construction,  etc.: 
62557  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Co.; 
abandonment  exemption 
Railroad  services  abandonment: 

62554  Chicago  &  North  Western  Transportation  Co. 

Land  Management  Bureau 

RULES 

Public  land  orders: 

62450  Montana;  correction 

62450  New  Mexico 

62451  Washington 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

62552  New  Mexico 

Authority  delegations:  i 

62552  Nevada,  Carson  City  District:  renewal  of  rights- 
of-way 

Classification  of  lands: 

62553  Idaho 


VI 
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Exchange  of  public  lands  for  private  land: 

62550  Utah 

Geothermal  resources  lease  sales: 

62552  Glass  Mountain  and  Geysers-Calistoga,  Calif. 
Meetings: 

62552  California  Desert  District  Grazing  Advisory 

Board 

62549  California  Desert  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory 
Council 

62549,  Green  River-Hams  Fork  Regional  Coal  Team  (2 

62550  documents) 

62552  Las  Cruces  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

Oil  and  gas  leases: 

62628  National  Petroleum  Reserve,  Alaska;  notice  of 

first  sale 

Withdrawal  and  reservation  of  lands,  proposed, 
etc.: 

62551  Wyoming  (2  documents) 

Management  and  Budget  Office 

NOTICES 

62571,  Agency  forms  under  review  (2  documents) 

62578 

Maritime  Administration 

RULES 

Merchant  marine  training: 

62451  Academy  midshipmen;  pay  increase 

Nationai  Institutes  of  Heaith 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

62546  Aging  National  Advisory  Council 

62546  Allergy  and  Infectious  Diseases  National 

Advisory  Gouncil 

62546  Breast  Cancer  Task  Force  Committee 

62545  Cancer  Institute,  National;  Scientific  Counselors 

Board 

62547  Dental  Research  National  Advisory  Council  - 

62547  Diabetes  National  Advisory  Board 

62547  Digestive  Diseases  National  Advisory  Board 

62547  Environmental  Health  Sciences  National 

Advisory  Council 

62545  National  Library  of  Medicine;  Board  of  Regents 

National  Mediation  Board 

NOTICES 

62602  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

National  Transportation  Safety  Board 

NOTICES 

62570  Accident  reports,  safety  recommendations  and 
responses;  etc.:  availability 

Navajo  and  Hop!  Indian  Relocation  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Commission  operations  and  relocation  procedures: 
62476  Recodification,  revision,  and  additions:  divmrced 
or  separated  relocatees  and  estates;  paymmts 

Nudear  Regulatory  Commission 

RULES 

Source  material  domestic  licensing: 

62396  Uranium  shielding  in  shipping  containers; 
exemption  clarification 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

62570  Cincinnati  Gas  &  Electric  Co.  et  al. 


62571  Long  Island  Lifting  Co. 

62571  Portland  General  Electric  Co.  et  al. 

Pacific  Northwest  Electric  Power  and 
Conservation  Planning  Council 

NOTICES 

62589  Fish  and  wildlife  program  recommendations; 
availability 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Administration 

NOTICES 

Stockyards;  posting  and  deposting: 

62486  Beck  &  McCord  Auction  Co.,  Mo.,  et  al. 

62486  Sun  Valley  Livestock  Auction,  Ariz.,  et  al. 

62486  WK-259  Stockyards,  Inc.,  Ky.,  et  al. 

Pension  Benefit  Guaranty  Corporation 

RULES 

-  62440  Guaranteed  benefits,  limitations 

Postal  Service 

RULES 

Domestic  Mail  Manual: 

62449  Third  class  5-digit  ZIP  Code  presorted  mail; 
preparation  requirement 

Public  Health  Service 

NOTICES 

62548  Royalty  distribution  to  inventors;  removal  of 
restrictions 

Research  and  Special  Progrmns  Administration, 

Transportation  Department 

RULES 

Hazardous  materials: 

62452  Aluminum  cylinders  (DOT  SAL  seamless); 
specifications  and  usage  requirements 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

62589  Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc.,  et  al. 

62589  Consolidated  Natural  Gas  Co. 

62590  Consolidated  Natural  Gas  Co.  et  al. 

62591  Gerber  Scientific,  Inc. 

62591  Kentucky  Power  Co.  et  al. 

62593  Northwestern  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Co.  et  al. 
Self-regulatory  organizations;  proposed  rule 
changes: 

62593  Boston  Stock  Exchange  Clearing  Corp. 

62592  Midwest  Clearing  Corp.  ^ 

,  62594  Midwest  Securities  Trust  Co.  . 

62592  Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

62595  New  England  Securities  Depository  Trust  Co. 

^  62593  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

Surface  Mining  Reciamation  and  Enforcement 
Office 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Permanent  program  submission:  various  States: 
62477  Illinois;  hearing 

Textile  Agreements  Implementation  Committee 

NOTICES 
Wool  textiles: 

62490  Singapore 
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Trade  Representative,  Office  of  United  States 

NOTICES 

Import  quotas  and  exclusions,  etc.: 

62596  Steel  rod  treating  apparatus;  inquiry 

Transportation  Department 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Aviation  Administration; 
Federal  Highway  Administration;  Maritime 
Administration;  Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration,  Transportation  Department;  Urban 
Mass  Transportation  Administration. 

Treasury  Department 

See  also  Customs  Service;  Internal  Revenue 
Service. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

62568  National  Productivity  Advisory  Committee 

Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 

NOTICES 

Grants;  availability,  etc.: 

62599  New  bus  equipment  introduction  program 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Forest  Service — 

62486  Sierra  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 
Fresno,  Calif,  (open),  2-1-82 

ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES,  NATIONAL  FOUNDATION 
62569  Humanities  Panel,  Washington,  D.C.  (closed),  1-6 
through  1-9, 1-11, 1-13,  and  1-15-82 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect  inost 
of  which  are  key^  to  arKi  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  SuperintenderM  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
rrxmth. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
7  CFR  Part  2 

Revisions  of  Deiegations  of  Authority 

agency:  Department  of  Agriculttire. 
ACnoic  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  document  revises  the 
delegations  of  authority  from  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  General 
Officers  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  reflect  the  responsibility 
of  the  Office  of  Personnel  to  support  the 
Department’s  Committee  Management 
Officer. 

EFFECnvE  date:  December  24, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  ].  Riley,  Chief,  Security  and 
Employee  Relations  Staff.  Office  of 
Personnel,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington.  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-3327. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

January  1981  the  Office  of  Personnel 
was  assigned  responsibility  to  support 
the'Department’s  Committee 
Management  Officer.  However,  the 
delegations  of  authority  were  never 
changed  to  reflect  this  responsibility. 
This  notice  hereby  corrects  that 
oversight  'This  rule  relates  to  internal 
agency  management  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C  553,  it  is  found  upon 
good  cause  that  notice  and  other  public 
procedures  with  respect  thereto  are 
impractical  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest,  and  good  cause-is  found  for 
making  this  rule  effective  less  than  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Further,  since  this  rule  relates 
to  internal  agency  management,  it  is 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  12291.  Lastly,  since  this  rule 
relates  to  internal  agency  managemenL 
this  action  will  not  have  a  significant 


economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities. 

PART  2— DELEGATIONS  OF 
AUTHORITY  BY  THE  SECRETARY  OF 
AGRICULTURE  AND  GENERAL 
OFFICERS  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT 

Accordingly,  Part  2,  Subtitle  A.  Title  7, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

Subpart  J—Oelegatiocis  of  Authority 
by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration 

1.  Section  2.78  is  amended  by  revising 
the  introductory  text  of  paragraph  (a) 
and  by  adding  new  paragraphs  (a)(19) 
thru  (21)  as  follows: 

§  2.78  Director,  Office  of  PersonneL 

(a)  Delegations.  Pursuant  to  §  2.25  (d), 
(e),  (g),  and  (h),  subject  to  reservations 
in  §  2.26(e),  the  following  delegations  of 
authority  are  made  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Administration  to  the 
Director  of  Personnel. 

*  *  «  *  * 

(19)  Provide  staff  assistance  and 
support  to  the  Department’s  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

(20)  Formulate  policies  and 
procedures  on  the  establishment  and 
management  of  committees  in  the 
Department. 

(21)  Consult  with  GSA  and 
Departmental  agencies  on  the 
establishment  and  reestablishment  of 
advisory  committees. 
***** 

(5  U.S.C.  301. and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  2 
of  1953) 

For  Subpart ): 

Dated:  December  21, 1981. 

John  E.  Schrote, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc  81-3e783  Filed  12-23-41;  &46  ain| 

BILUNQ  CODE 

7  CFR  Part  2 

Revision  of  Delegations  of  Authority; 
Correction 

agency:  Department  of  Agriculture. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  In  FR  Document  81-28167 
appearing  at  page  47747  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  September  30, 1981,  the 


amendatory  language  to  §  2.68 
appearing  on  page  47752  incorrectly 
used  the  term  “Assistant  Secretary  for 
Marketing  and  Transportation  Services’* 
on  lines  four  through  six  of  that 
amendment.  The  term  should  read 
“Assistant  Secretary  for  Food  and 
Consumer  Services“.  The  purpose  of  this 
document  is  to  correct  that  error. 

EFFECnvE  date:  December  24. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  Siegler,  Deputy  Assistant 
General  Counsel,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.,  (202)  447-6035. 

(5  U.S.C  301  and  Reorganization  Han  No.  2 
of  1953) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  18th  day  of 
December  1981. 

Seeley  G.  Lodwidc, 

Undersecretary  for  IntemationaJ  Affairs  and 
Commodity  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36782  Filed  12-23-Sl:  fttS  ami 
BItXING  COOE  3410-«1-M 

Agricuitural  Marketing  Service 
7CFRPart29 

Tobacco  Inspection;  User  Fees 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1981  (Pub.  L  97- 
35)  enacted  August  13, 1981,  requires  the 
Secretary,  as  of  October  1, 1981,  to  fix 
and  collect  fees  and  charges  for 
inspection  and  certification,  and  other 
services,  including  administrative  and 
supervisory  costs,  at  tobacco  auction 
markets  in  all  tobacco  producing  areas. 
Therefore,  the  regulations  governing 
tobacco  inspection  are  hereby  amended 
to  provide  for  such  fees.  Tobacco  is 
grown  in  22  states.  Inspections  of 
producer  tobacco  at  designated  auction 
tobacco  maricets  will  take  precedence 
over  permissive  inspection,  now 
performed  by  request  and  paid  for  by  a 
prescribed  hourly  fee  schedule.  The 
regulations  on  fees  for  permissive 
inspection  are  unchanged  from  the 
regulations  published  February  3. 1981 
(46  FR  10451). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

).  T.  Buim,  Acting  Director,  Tobacco 
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Division,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

(202)  447-7235. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice 
was  given  (46  FR  44761,  September  8, 
1981)  that  the  Department  was 
proposing  to  amend  the  regulations 
effective  October  1, 1981,  to  allow  the 
Secretary  to  fix  and  collect  fees  and 
charges  for  inspection  and  certiHcation 
of  producer  tobacco  at  designated 
tobacco  auction  markets  throughout 
tobacco  producing  areas.  Interested 
parties  were  given  an  opportunity  to 
comment  upon  the  proposed  regulations. 
After  reviewing -these  comments  as 
noted  below,  the  Department  hereby 
adopts  the  regulations  as  proposed 
which  provide  for  charges,  which  as 
nearly  as  practicable,  shall  cover  the 
costs  of  the  services,  including 
administrative  and  supervisory  costs. 

The  authority  for  these  regulations  is 
contained  in  the  Tobacco  Inspection  Act 
(49  Stat.  731;  U.S.C,,  511  et  seq.)  as 
amended  by  the  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1981  (Pub.  L.  97- 
35). 

The  Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1981  (Pub.  L  97-35)  enacted 
August  13, 1981,  authorizes  the 
Secretary,  as  of  October  1, 1981,  to  fix 
and  collect  fees  and  charges  for 
inspection  and  certification,  and  other 
services,  including  administrative  and 
supervisory  costs,  at  tobacco  auction 
markets  in  all  tobacco  producing  areas. 
Therefore,  the  regulations  governing 
tobacco  inspection  are  hereby  amended 
to  provide  for  such  fees. 

Since  1935,  upon  enactment  of  the 
Tobacco  Inspection  Act,  the  Department 
has  provided  free  and  mandatory 
inspection  of  tobacco  at  designated 
auction  markets.  Inspection  services 
currently  provided  are  adequate  for  all 
designated  auction  markets,  as  well  as 
for  meeting  requests  for  permissive 
inspection  with  minimum  delays.  Fees  at 
designated  auction  markets  are  set  at 
$.0045  per  pound.  This  fixed  fee  has 
been  calculated  after  thorough  review  of 
historical  data  regarding  production  and 
marketing,  and  it  is  anticipated  that  it 
will  provide  the  funds  necessary  to 
continue  the  level  of  services  in  effect  as 
of  September  30, 1981.  The  regulations 
on  fees  for  permissive  inspection  are 
unchanged  and  the  prescribed  hourly 
rate  for  such  services  performed  by 
federal  tobacco  graders  remains  in 
effect. 

A  total  of  11  comments  were  received 
on  the  proposal,  7  in  favor  and  4 
opposed.  The  main  concern  of  the 
proponents  was  that  the  effective  date 


may  cause  serious  problems  to  the 
industry.  One  proponent  recommended 
a  30-day  delay  in  the  effective  date  to 
insure  a  fair  and  orderly  transition.  The 
Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1981  stipulates  the  October  1  effective 
date,  and  even  though  the  Department  is 
sensitive  to  the  concerns  of  all  segments 
of  the  industry  having  to  effectuate  this 
change  well  into  a  particular  marketing 
season,  as  opposed  to  the  opening  of  a 
season,  it  must  be  implemented  as 
mandated  by  Pub.  L  97-35. 

The  Virginia  Farm  Bureau,  though 
supportive  of  the  user  fee  system, 
suggested  that  after  the  burley  markets 
close  in  February  1982  that  the  fee 
charged  per  pound  be  reviewed  to 
determine  whether  the  fee  needs  to  be 
adjusted  upward  or  downward.  Prior  to 
the  establishment  of  the  $.0045  per 
pound  fee,  the  Department  considered 
graduated  rates  for  individual  types  of 
tobacco,  but  it  was  concluded  that, 
initially,  it  would  be  more  equitable  to 
assess  a  uniform  fee.  The  Department 
plans  to  collect  data  on  an  annual  basis 
begiiming  October  1, 1981,  and 
continuing  through  May  1983.  Using  this 
data,  along  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  National  Advisory  Committee, 
may  enable  the  Department  to  propose 
lower  rates  for  some  types  of  tobacco 
effective  possibly  by  July  1983.  Our 
objective  is  to  recover  the  full  costs  of 
providing  the  service. 

One  commentor,  representing  Virginia 
dark-fired  tobacco  interests,  expressed 
hope  for  an  advisory  subcommittee  for 
each  type  of  tobacco  to  be  able  to  meet 
with  the  National  Advisory  Committee 
and  also  to  meet  with  the  Director  of  the 
Tobacco  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  annually  to  iron  out 
specific  local  problems.  While  the 
National  Advisory  Committee  is  not  yet 
formally  established,  it  has  been 
determined  that  membership  will  be 
increased  from  10  to  14  in  order  to  pro¬ 
rate  membership  on  the  Committee  to 
areas  based  on  production  in  each  area. 
The  Department  is  always  receptive  to 
recommendations  to  improve  the 
tobacco  inspection  program  and  would 
welcome  input  from  all  segments  of  the 
tobacco  industry. 

One  commentor  stated  he  was  not 
opposed  to  farmers  paying  for  tobacco 
inspection  but  suggested  the  user  fee  be 
based  on  inspection  per  pile  of  tobacco 
rather  than  per  pound  as  it  takes  no 
longer  to  grade  a  200-pound  sheet  than  a 
50-pound  sheet.  This  was  considered 
prior  to  establishing  the  $.0045  per 
pound  fee  but  was  rejected  because  it 
was  determined  that  charging  per  pound 
is  more  equitable  based  on  estimated 
production  and  historical  data. 


Poundage  per  pile  or  bale  of  tobacco 
offered  at  auction  varies  considerably 
among  tobacco  producing  areas.  Thus, 
in  the  interest  of  preserving  customary 
or  traditional  marketing  practices,  the 
Department  has  determined  that  user 
fees  be  charged  on  a  per  pound  basis 
instead  of  on  a  per  pile  basis,  and  this 
suggestion  must  be  denied. 

Additionally,  this  commentor 
recommended  dismantling  of  the  grower 
designation  program  because  of 
implementation  of  user  fees.  He  felt  this 
program  was  too  restrictive  and  was 
opposed  to  the  length  of  time  allowed 
for  redesignation.  This  comment  is 
inappropriate  in  that  the  proposed  user 
fees  are  to  be  implemented  for  all  types 
of  tobacco  regardless  of  the  different 
marketing  concepts  implemented  for 
auction  sales.  Any  change  in  the  grower 
designation  program  must  be  separately 
considered.  At  the  present,  time,  there  is 
no  such  proposal  before  the  Department. 

One  opponent  from  Murray,  Kentucky, 
spoke  of  sales  of  tobacco  on  the  farm 
and  that  most  of  the  good  tobacco  was 
sold  prior  to  the  time  when  federal 
graders  were  assigned  to  those  markets. 
She  raised  the  question  about  the  need 
for  federal  graders.  The  Tobacco 
Inspection  Act  authorizes  the  utilization 
of  federal  graders  for  auction  sales  of 
tobacco.  Any  tobacco  sold  without  the 
benefit  of  price  support  and  federal 
grading  outside  the  auction  system  is  a 
business  matter  between  producers  and 
buying  concerns  and  does  not  fall  within 
the  parameters  of  the  Tobacco 
Inspection  Act  or  Department's  proposal 
for  user  fees. 

One  opponent  protested  user  fees  on 
the  grounds  that  the  producer  is  already 
paying  2.778  percent  in  commissions  to 
warehouses,  plus  miscellaneous  taxes, 
to  market  his  crop.  While  the 
Department  is  aware  that  the  user  fees 
will  increase  all  producers'  costs  of 
marketing  tobacco,  the  Congress  in 
amending  the  Tobacco  Inspection  Act 
by  the  passage  of  the  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1981,  has 
mandated  that  the  Department  assess 
user  fees  to  recover  the  costs  of 
providing  inspection  services. 

One  opposing  commenter  expressed 
the  opinion  that  fees  should  be  paid  by 
the  warehousemen  and  one  stated  they 
should  be  paid  for  by  buyers.  The  user 
fee  system  required  by  the  Omnibus 
Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of  1981  is 
designed  to  recover  costs  of  providing 
the  services  to  sellers  of  tobacco  and 
provides  that  the  sellers  should  pay  the 
user  fees.  However,  the  Act  makes  the 
warehouseman  the  responsible  party  to 
pay  the  fees  to  the  Government  and 
failure  of  the  warehouseman  to  do  so 
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will  result  in  automatic  suspension  of  . 
grading  services  at  the  warehouse.  It  is 
anticipated  that  the  warehouse  will 
collect  the  fees  from  the  sellers  of 
tobacco  and  the  warehouse  records  can 
and  will  show  that  the  fees  were  in  fact 
collected.  However,  there  are  a 
multitude  of  techniques  available  to  any 
warehouseman  to  relieve  the  seller  of 
these  charges.  The  auditing  procedures 
needed  to  verify  beyond  any  reasonable 
doubt  that  the  warehouseman  in  fact 
collected  the  fee  from  the  seller  or 
collected  and  did  not  return  such  fee  by 
some  technique  to  the  seller,  would  be 
exhaustive,  uneconomic,  and  constitute 
an  onerous  administrative  burden  on  the 
warehouseman.  Therefore,  when 
warehousemen  remit  payment  to  the 
Department  in  an  amount  of  $.0045  per 
pound  during  the  applicable  sales 
period,  the  Department  will  presinne 
that  the  fees  were  assessed  against  the 
seller. 

The  Hnal  rule  has  been  reviewed 
under  U.S.D.A.  procedures  established 
to  implement  Executive  Order  12291  and 
has  b^n  determined  to  be  a  nonmajor 
rule  because  it  does  not  meet  any  of  the 
criteria  established  for  major  rules 
under  the  executive  order.  Initial  review 
of  the  regulations  contained  in  7  CFR 
Part  29,  for  need,  currency,  clarity,  and 
efrectiveness  will  be  made  within  the 
next  5  years. 

Additionally,  in  conformance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act,  full  consideration  has  been  given  to 
the  potential  economic  impact  upon 
small  business.  All  tobacco 
warehousemen  and  producers  fall  with 
the  conHnes  of  “small  business,”  as 
debned  in  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
The  Department  has  informally  advised 
all  segments  of  the  tobacco  industry  of 
the  anticipated  implementation  of  user 
fees  and  that  there  would  be  no  change 
in  the  level  of  the  services  provided.  It 
has  been  determined  that  the  economic 
impact  upon  small  entities  would  not  be 
adverse  and  would  in  no  way  affect 
normal  competition  in  the  maiicet  place. 

The  Department  hereby  amends 
regulations  contained  in  7  CFR  Part  29 
as  follows: 

1.  Section  29.2  is  amended  to  make  it 
clear  that  even  though  the  user  pays  for 
a  service,  this  does  not  alter  the  fact  that 
discretion  by  the  Secretary  is  still 
necessary  in  limiting  inspection  services 
to  effectively  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Tobacco  Inspection  Act  and  to 
provide  efficient,  cost-effective  services 
to  sellers  of  tobacco. 

2.  Section  29.2(b)  is  amended  to 
remove  any  reference  to  “free” 
inspection  services  previously 
authorized  by  the  Tobacco  Inspection 
Act. 


3.  Section  29.3(h)  is  amended  to  reflect 
the  renaming  of  Commodity 
Stabilization  Service  to  the  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service. 

4.  Section  29.73  is  amended  to  correct 
a  previous  error  when  language  was 
inadvertently  placed  in  the  section  when 
it  was  amended  in  1973.  This  change  has 
no  effect  on  the  substance  of  the 
regulations. 

5.  Section  29.123  is  amended  to 
incorporate  necessary  changes  for 
implementation  of  user  fees. 

6.  Section  29.125  is  amended  to  . 
increase  the  charge  for  appeals  fix)m  $1 
to  $5.  This  increase  in  the  charge  for 
appeals  is  necessary  to  recover 
increased  costs  since  the  time  these 
regulations  were  previously  amended. 

7.  Section  29.127  is  amended  by 
expanding  upon  the  title  to  include 
various  courses  of  instruction.  The 
section  is  further  amended  to  provide 
for  collection  of  costs  incurred  by  the 
Department  for  providing  materials  and 
personnel  to  instruct  industry  and  other 
interested  persons  in  tobacco  inspection 
standards. 

8.  Section  29.129  relating  to  payment 
of  charges  is  deleted  and  a  new  section 
is  added  to  establish  a  National 
Advisory  Conunittee  for  Inspection 
Services,  as  mandated  by  the  Omnibus 
Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of  1981  and  is 
governed  by  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (5  U.S.C  Appendix  I). 

PART  29->TOeACCO  INSPECTION 

The  Department  amends  the 
regulations  under  the  Tobacco 
Inspection  Act  contained  in  7  CFR  Part 
29,  as  follows: 

§29.2  [Amended] 

1.  The  second  sentence  of  §  29.2 
introductory  text  is  amended  by  adding 
immediately  following  the  words 
“without  li^tation”  the  words  “even 
though  the  cost  of  such  service  is  paid 
by  the  seller.” 

2.  The  first  sentence  of  §  29.2(b)  Order 
of  priority  is  amended  by  removing 
immediately  following  the  words 
“markets  designated  for”  the  words 
“free  and”,  and  removing  following  the 
words  “inspection  service  on”  the  words 
“a  fee  basis  on”. 

§  29.3  [Amended] 

3.  Amend  §  29.3(h)  by  removing  the 
words  “Administrator,  Commodity 
Stabilization  Service”  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  words  “Administrator, 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service.” 

4.  Section  29.123  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  29.123  Fees  and  ctiarges. 

Beginning  October  1, 1981,  fees  and 
charges  for  tobacco  inspection  and 
certification  service  shall  be  collected 
by  the  Director  to  cover  insofar  as 
practicable,  all  costs  of  the  services 
including  establishment  of  standards, 
administrative,  and  supervisory  costs  as 
follows: 

(a)  Mandatory  inspection.  The 
inspection  and  certification  fee  is  $.0045 
per  poimd.  The  fee  shall  be  paid  by 
sellers  of  tobacco  at  auction  and 
assessed  against  the  warehouse 
irrespective  of  ownership  or  interest  in  I 
the  tobacco.  When  the  warehouse  pays 
the  Department,  it  is  presumed  the  fee 
was  collected  from  the  seller.  Inspection 
and  related  services  shall  be  suspended 
or  denied  if  the  warehouse  operator  fails 
to  pay  the  fees  and  charges  imposed 
under  this  section.  The  fee  shall  be 
based  on  total  poundage  of  tobticco 
inspected  and  sold  at  auction  during 
each  calendar  month.  The  fee  shall  be 
due  and  payable  on  the  first  day  of  the 
inunediately  following  month  and  on  the 
day  immediately  following  the  last  sale 
in  the  warehouse  each  marketing  year. 
Inspection  and  certification  services  on 
designated  auction  maricets  shall  take 
precedence  over  permissive  inspections, 
other  than  reinspections. 

(b)  Permissive  inspection.  Fees  and 
charges  for  inspection  at  redrying  plants 
and  receiving  points  shall  comprise  the 
cost  of  salaries,  travel,  per  diem,  and 
related  expenses  to  cover  the  cost  of 
performing  the  service.  Fees  shall  be  for 
actual  time  required  to  render  the 
service  calculated  to  the  nearest  30- 
minute  period.  The  base  hourly  salary 
rate  shall  be  $17.80.  The  overtime  rate 
for  service  performed  outside  the 
inspector’s  regularly  scheduled  tour  of 
duty  shall  be  $21.30.  The  rate  of  $26.70 
shall  be  charged  for  woric  performed  on 
Simdays  and  holidays.  These  same  fees 
or  charges  shall  be  applicable  for 
hogshead,  bale,  case,  or  sample 
inspections. 

(c)  Fees  and  charges  fixed  in 
accordance  with  this  subpart  shall  be 
paid  by  the  applicant  or  person 
obtaining  the  service  in  accordance  with 
a  statement  rendered  by  the  Division.  A 
deposit  to  cover  all,  or  a  part  of,  fees 
and  charges  for  services  to  be  rendered 
may  be  required  by  the  Division.  Fees 
for  services  rendered  shall  be  remitted 
by  check  or  draft  made  payable  to 
“Agricultural  Marketing  Service”, 

United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture. 
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§29.125  [Amended] 

5.  Section  29.125  is  amended  by 
removing  the  Hgure  “$1"  in  line  one  and 
inserting  *‘$5." 

6.  Section  29.127  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  29.127  Demonstrations  and  courses  of 
instruction. 

Charges,  not  in  excess  of  the  cost 
thereof,  as  may  be  approved  by  the 
Director,  may  be  made  for 
demonstrations,  samples,  or  courses  of 
instruction  when  such  are  furnished 
upon  request. 

7.  Section  29.129  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  29.129  National  Advisory  Committee  for 
Inspection  Services. 

(a)  To  assist  the  Secretary  in 
determining  the  level  of  inspection  and 
related  services  and  the  fees  and 
charges  therefore,  a  National  Advisory 
Committee  of  tobacco  producers  shall 
be  appointed  in  accordance  with  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  Appendix  I). 

(b)  The  committee  shall  consist  of  14 
members  and  14  alternates.  There  will 
be  a  flue-cured  subcommittee,  a  burley 
subcommittee,  and  a  fire  and  dark  air- 
cured  subcommittee. 

(c)  Recommendations  to  the  Secretary 
for  membership  on  the  committee  will 
be  received  from  the  following 
organizations:  One  from  the  Georgia 
Farm  Bureau,  one  from  the  South 
Carolina  Farm  Bureau,  one  from  the 
Virginia  Farm  Bureau,  three  from  the 
North  Carolina  Farm  Bureau,  two  from 
the  North  Carolina  Grange,  one  from  the 
Tennessee  Farm  Bureau,  three  from  the 
Kentucky  Farm  Bureau,  one  from  the 
Florida,  Indiana,  Missouri,  West 
Virginia,  or  Maryland  Farm  Bureau,  and 
one  from  the  Wisconsin  or  Ohio  Farm 
Bureau. 

(d)  The  committee  and/or 
subcommittees  shall  meet  at  the  call  of 
the  Secretary. 

Dated:  December  15, 1961. 

C.  W.  McMilUn, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Marketing  and 
Inspection  Services. 

ire  Doc.  81-36208  Hied  12-17-81:  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-02-M 

7  CFR  Part  907 

[Navel  Orange  Reg.  533;  Navel  Orange  Reg. 
532,  Arndt  1] 

Navel  Oranges  Grown  in  Arizona  and 
Designated  Part  of  California; 
Limitation  of  Handiing 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 


action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  establishes  the 
quantity  of  fresh  Califomia-Arizona 
navel  oranges  that  may  be  shipped  to 
market  during  the  period  December  25- 
December  31, 1981,  and  increases  the 
quantity  of  such  oranges  that  may  be  so 
shipped  during  the  period  December  18- 
December  24, 1981.  Such  action  is 
needed  to  provide  for  orderly  marketing 
of  fresh  navel  oranges  for  the  periods 
specified  due  to  the  marketing  situation 
confronting  the  orange  industry. 

DATES:  This  regulation  becomes 
effective  December  25, 1981,  and  die 
amendment  is  effective  for  the  period 
December  18-24, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 
William  J.  Doyle.  (202)  447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  rule  has  been  reviewed  imder 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  1512-1,  and 
Executive  Order  12291  and  has  been 
designated  a  “non-major"  rule.  This 
regulation  and  amendment  are  issued 
under  the  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  907,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  907),  regulating  the 
handling  of  navel  oranges  grown  in 
Arizona  and  designated  part  of 
California.  The  agreement  and  order  are 
effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674).  The  action 
is  based  upon  the  recommendation  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Navel 
Orange  Administrative  Committee  and 
upon  other  available  information.  It  is 
hereby  found  that  this  action  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act. 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy  for  1981-82.  The 
marketing  policy  was  recommended  by 
the  committee  following  discussion  at  a 
public  meeting  on  October  6, 1981.  The 
committee  met  again  publicly  on 
December  22, 1981  at  Los  Angeles, 
California,  to  consider  the  current  and 
prospective  conditions  of  supply  and 
demand  and  recommended  a  quantity  of 
navel  oranges  deemed  advisable  to  be 
handled  during  the  specified  weeks.  The 
committee  reports  the  demand  for  navel 
oranges  is  easier. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insufficient 
time  between  the  date  when  information 
became  available  upon  which  this 
regulation  and  amendment  are  based 
and  the  effective  date  necessary  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 


Interested  persons  were  given  an 
opportunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  on  the  regulation  at  an  open 
meeting,  and  the  amendment  relieves 
restrictions  on  the  handling  of  navel 
oranges.  It  is  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
declared  purposes  of  the  act  to  make 
these  regulatory  provisions  elective  as 
specified,  and  handlers  have  been 
apprised  of  such  provisions  and 
effective  time. 

In  accordance  with  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44  U.S.C.  3507), 
the  reporting  or  recordkeeping 
provisions  that  are  included  in  this  final 
rule  have  been  or  will  be  submitted  for 
approval  to  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMB).  They  are  not 
effective  until  OKffi  approval  has  been 
obtained. 

PART  907— NAVEL  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

1.  §  907.833  is  added  as  follows: 

§  907.833  Navel  Orange  Regulation  533. 

The  quantities  of  navel  oranges  grown 
in  Arizona  and  California  which  may  be 
handled  during  the  period  December  25, 
1981,  through  December  31, 1981,  are 
established  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1: 624,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2: 47,002  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  26,000  cartons; 

(4)  District  4:  Unlimited  cartons. 

2.  §  907.832  Navel  Orange  Regulation 
532  (46  F.R.  61442),  is  hereby  amended  to 
read: 

§  907.832  Navel  Orange  Regulation  532. 
***** 

(1)  District  1:  801,000  cartons: 

(2)  District  2:  Unlimited  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  99,000  cartons; 

(4)  District  4:  Unlimited  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  December  23, 1981. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
ire  Doc.  81-37006  Filed  12-23-81;  123)0  pm| 

BlIXING  CODE  3410-02-M 

7  CFR  Part  910 
[Lemon  Reg.  339] 

Lemons  Grown  in  California  and 
Arizona;  Limitation  of  Handling 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  Califomia-Arizona 
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lemons  that  may  be  shipped  to  market 
during  the  period  December  27-January 
2. 1982.  Such  action  is  needed  to  provide 
for  orderly  marketing  of  fresh  lemons  for 
this  period  due  to  the  marketing  ' 
situation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  27, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMAHOH  CONTACT: 
William  ].  Doyle,  Acting  Chief,  Fruit 
Branch,  F&V,  AMS,  USDA,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  telephone  202-^7-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  rule 
has  been  reviewed  under  Secretary’s 
Memorandum  1512-1  and  Executive 
Order  12291  and  has  been  designated  a 
“non-major”  rule.  This  regulation  is 
issued  under  the  marketing  agreement, 
as  amended,  and  Order  No.  910,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  910),  regulating  the 
handling  of  lemons  grown  in  California 
and  Arizona.  The  agreement  and  order 
are  elective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674).  The  action 
is  based  upon  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Lemon 
Administrative  Committee  and  upon 
other  available  information.  It  is  hereby 
found  that  this  action  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy  for  1981-82.  The 
marketing  policy  was  recommended  by 
the  committee  following  discussion  at  a 
public  meeting  on  )uly  7, 1981.  The 
committee  met  again  publicly  on 
December  22, 1981,  at  Los  Angeles, 
California,  to  consider  the  current  and 
prospective  conditions  of  supply  and 
demand  and  recommended  a  quantity  of 
lemons  deemed  advisable  to  be  handled 
during  the  specified  week.  The 
committee  reports  the  demand  for 
lemons  is  good. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register  , 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insui^cient 
time  between  the  date  when  information 
became  available  upon  which  this 
regulation  is  based  and  the  elective 
date  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
declared  purposes  of  the  act.  Interested 
persons  were  given  an  opportimity  to 
submit  information  and  views  on  the 
regulation  at  an  open  meeting.  It  is 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these 
regulatory  provisions  effective  as 
specified,  and  handlers  have  been 
apprised  of  such  provisions  and  the 
effective  time. 

In  accordance  with  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44  U.S.C.  3507), 
the  reporting  or  recordkeeping 


provisions  that  are  included  in  this  final 
rule  have  been  submitted  for  approval  to 
the  Office  of  Maneigement  and  Budget 
(OMB).  They  are  not  effective  until  OMB 
approval  has  been  obtained. 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CAUFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Section  910.639  is  added  as  follows: 

§  910.639  Lemon  Regulation  339. 

The  quantity  of  lemons  grown  in 
California  and  Arizona  wldch  may  be 
handled  during  the  period  December  27, 
1981,  through  January  2, 1982,  is 
established  at  240,000  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated;  December  23, 1981. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-37007  Filed  12-23-81;  12:10  pin| 

BnXING  CODE  3410-02-M 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

9  CFR  Part  92 

[Docket  No.  81-095] 

Specifically  Approved  States  To 
Receive  Mares  Imported  From  CEM- 
Affected  Countries 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Interim  rule. 

summary:  This  document  adds  the 
States  of  Kentucky  and  Virginia  to  the 
list  of  specifically  approved  States 
authorized  to  receive  certain  mares 
imported  into  the  United  States  firom 
countries  affected  with  contagious 
equine  metritis  (CEM). 

This  action  is  being  taken  because  the 
Deputy  Administrator  of  Veterinary 
Services,  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  has  determined  that 
Kentucky  and  Virginia  have  laws  or 
regulations  in  effect  to  require  the 
additional  quarantine,  treatment  and 
testing  of  such  mares  to  further  ensure 
their  freedom  fi-om  CEM  as  required  by 
the  regulations. 

DATES:  Effective  date  December  18, 

1981.  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  February  22, 1982. 
address:  Written  comments  to  Deputy 
Administrator,  USDA,  APHIS,  VS,  Room 
870,  Federal  Building,  6505  Belcrest 
Road,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Dr.  Mark  Dulin,  USDA,  APHIS,  VS, 
Room  818,  Federal  Building,  6505 


Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782, 
301-436-8170. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  information: 

Executive  Order  12291  And  Emergency 
Action 

This  action  has  been  reviewed  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12291  and  Secretary’s  Memorandum 
151Z-1,  and  has  been  determined  to  be 
not  a  “major  rule.”  The  Department  has 
determined  that  this  action  will  not  have 
a  significant  annual  effect  on  the 
economy,  wiU  not  cause's  major 
increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries. 

Federal,  State  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions;  and  will 
not  have  any  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employment  investment, 
productivity,  or  the  ability  of  United 
States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in 
domestic  or  export  markets.  The 
emergency  nature  of  this  interim  action 
makes  it  impracticable  to  follow  the 
procedures  of  Executive  Order  12291 
with  respect  to  this  interim  rule. 

Dr.  M. ).  Tillery,  Director,  National 
Program  Planning  Staffs,  VS,  AmiS, 
USDA,  has  determined  that  an 
emergency  situation  exists  which 
warrants  publication  without  prior 
opportunity  for  a  public  comment  period 
on  this  interim  action.  This  amendment 
relieves  restrictions  presently  imposed 
on  mares  over  731  days  of  age  being 
imported  into  the  United  States,  and 
should  be  made  effective  immediately  in 
order  to  permit  affected  persons  to  move 
these  mares  into  the  United  States 
without  unnecessary  restrictions. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  in  5 
U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedure 
with  respect  to  this  emergency  interim 
action  is  impracticable,  unnecessary  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  this 
emergency  interim  action  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  of  this 
document  in  the  F^eral  Register. 
Comments  have  been  solicited  for  60 
days  after  publication  of  this  document, 
and  tliis  emergency  interim  action  will 
be  scheduled  for  review  so  that  a  final 
document  discussion  comments  received 
and  any  amendments  required  can  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Certification  Under  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act 

Dr.  Harry  C.  Mussman,  Administrator 
of  the  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  has  determined  that 
this  action  will  not  have  a  significant 
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economic  impact  or  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  This  actioR 
will  lift  restrictions  that  were  imposed  m 
the  fall  of  1977  on  the  importation  of 
certain  horses  horn  France,  Ireland,  and 
the  United  Kingdom,  as  well  as 
restrictions  addml  later  on  Aostralla, 
Belgium,  Italy,  the  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany,  Japan,  Austria,  and  Denimuic. 
It  is  anticipated  that  betwen  3(X  and  KXT 
importers  wilt  consign  approximately 
300  mares  over  731  days  iA  age  from 
CEM  affected  countries  annually  to  the 
States  of  Kentucky  and  Virginia.  This 
compares  with  14,666  horses  of  alf 
classes  imported  into  the  United  States 
during  Fiscal  Year  1980. 

To  the  best  of  our  knowledge,  through 
the  years  the  number  of  small  entities 
involved  in  the  importation  of  mares 
from  the  countries  involved  has  been 
extremely  limited  because  of  factors 
such  as  the  number  of  animals  sold; 
stallion  fees  ranging  from  $5,000  to 
$50,000;  stallions  sj^icated  up  to 
$32,000,000  and  the  international 
operations  involved.  The  average  cost  to 
import  a  horse  from  overseas  is  from 
$5,000  to  $7,000ii  including 
preembarkation  testing,  and  treatment, 
the  cost  of  transportation  and  post  entry 
quarantine. 

Background 

On  Friday,  October  16, 1961,  there 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(46  FR  50930-50937]  amendments  to- 9 
CFR  Part  92  which,  among  other  duags, 
authorized  the  impcK'tation  of  mares 
over  731  days  of  age  into  die  United 
States  from  countries  affected  with  CEM 
when  specific  requirements  to  prevent 
their  introducing  CEM  into  the  United 
States  are  met  Further,  diese 
amendments  require  that  such  imported 
mares  be  consi^ied  to  States  whUdi 
have  been  approved  by  the  Deputy 
Administrator.  Veterinary  Services,  as 
having  met  the  minimum  standards 
believed  necessary  to  ensure  that  such 
mares  being  imported  into  the  United 
States  are  free  of  the  contagion  of  CEM. 
These  minimiun  standards  are  set  forth 
in  §  92.4(a)(9)  of  the  regulations.  The 
Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary 
Services,  has  detmmined  that  the  States 
of  Kentucky  and  Virginia  have  met  the 
minimum  standards  believed  necessaiy 
to  ensure  that  mares  over  731  days  of 
age  being  imported  into  the  United 
States  from  countries  affected  with  CEM 
are  free  of  the  contagion  of  CEM. 
Therefore,  §  92.4(a)(8)(ii)  is  amended  to 
list  the  States  of  Kentucky  and  Virginia 
as  approved  to-  receive  mares  over  731 
days  of  age  from  CEM  affected 
countries. 


Ahemathres 

The  ahematives  considered  in  making 
this  decision  were  (1)  not  to  list 
Kentucky  and  Virginia  as  States 
approved  to  receive  mares  over  731  days 
of  age  from  CEM  affected  countriesv  and 
(2)  to  make  the  change  set  forth  in  this 
document. 

Alternative  No.  1  would  prc^ibit  the 
consignment  of  mares  over  731  days  of 
age  from  CEM  affected  countries  to  the 
States  of  Kentucky  and  Virginia.  This 
alternative  was  not  adopted  because  the 
Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary 
Services,  has  determined  that  Kentucky 
and  Virginia  have  met  the  minimum 
standards  necessary  to  ensure  that  such 
mares  are  free  of  the  contagion  of  CEM. 
The  continued  pn^bition  on 
consignment  to  the  States  of  Kentucky 
and  Virginia  would,  therefore,  constitute 
an  unnecessary  restriction  on  the 
importation  of  such  mares. 

Alternative  No.  2  would  allow  for  the 
consignment  of  mares  over  731  days  of 
age  from  CEM  ejected  countries  to  the 
States  of  Kentucky  and  Virginia.  This 
alternative  was  adopted  because  the 
Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary 
Services,  has  determined  that  the  States 
of  Kentucky  and  Virginia  have  met  the 
minimum  standards  necessary  to  ensure 
that  such  mares  are  free  of  the  contagion 
of  CEM. 

PART  92— IMPORTATION  OF  CERTAIN 
ANIMALS  AND  POULTRY  AND 
CERTAIN  ANIMAL  AND  POULTRY 
PRODUCTS;  INSPECTION  AND  OTHER 
REQUIREMENTS  FOR  CERTAIN 
MEANS  OF  CONVEYANCE  AND 
SHIPPING  CONTAINERS  THEREON 

Accordingly,  Part  92,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  by 
revising  §  92.4(a](8)Cii)  as  follows: 

§  92.4  Import  penntts  for  ruminant*, 
swina,  horset  from  countries  affected  with 
CEM,  poultry,  poultry  semen,  animai  semen, 
birds,  and  for  animal  specimens  for 
diagnostic  purposes.* 

(a)  *  *  * 

(8)  *  *  * 

(ii)  The  following  States  have  been 
approved  to  receive  mares  over  731  days 
of  age  pursuant  to  i  92.2(i](2)(v]: 

The  State  of  Kentucky 

The  State  of  Virginia 
***** 

(Sec.  2,  32  Stat.  792,  as  amended,  sec.  306, 46 
Stat.  689,  as  amended,  secs.  2, 4,  T1,  76  Stat. 
129, 130, 13^  19  U.S.CI  1306,  21  U.S.C  Ml. 
134a.  134c,  134£  37  FR  28464,  28477;  38  FR 
19141) 

All  written  submissions  made 
pursuant  to  this  interim  rule  will  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Federal  Building,  Room  870, 


HyauttsviUe,  MD,  during  regular  hours  of 
business  (ff  a.m.  to  ^30  p.m.,  Monday  to 
Friday,  excqit  holidays)  in  a  manner 
convenient  to  the  pnldic  business  (7  CFR 
1.27(b)). 

Comments  submitted  should  bemr  a 
reference  to  the  date  and  page  number 
of  this  issue  in  the  Federal  R^bter. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th  day  of 
December,  1981. 

).  K.  AtweH, 

Depaiy  Administrator,  Veterinary  Services. 

|FR  Doc.  S1-.36611  Filed  12-Z3-81:  B:4S  am] 

BUXING  COOC  3410-34-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  40 

Clarification  of  Exemption  for  Uranium 
Shielding  in  Shipping  Containers 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  is  amending  its  regulations 
concerning  the  domestic  licensing  of 
source  material  to  clarify  the  conditions 
for  exemption  of  uranium  used  as 
shielding  in  shipping  containers.  The 
amendment  replaces  a  reference  to  a 
group  of  container  specifications  in  a 
former  section  in  Department  of 
Transportation  regulations  by  a 
statement  of  the  single  specification  for 
encasement  of  the  uranium.  This  single 
specification  was  obtained  from  the 
deleted  section  of  DOT  regtdations.  This 
clarification  pertains  to  the 
authorization  for  possession  and  use  of 
the  uranium  shielding  under  an  listing. 
NRC  exemption  from  regulatory 
requirements  and  has  no  effect  on 
transportation  regulations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  24^  1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Donald  O.  Nellis,  Office  of  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Research,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Telephone:  301/443-5825. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATIOM:  The 

Nuclear  RegulatoryiCominission  is 
amending  its  rules  to  clarify  the 
exemption  from  regulatory  requirements 
of  uranium  used  as  shiektog  in  shipping 
containers.  The  amendment  pertains 
only  to  the  exemption  provided  in 
§  40.13(c)(6)  of  NRC  regulations  for  the 
receipt,  possession,  use  or  transfer  of 
uranium  sbidding  in  shipping 
containers.  The  amendment  has  no 
effect  on  NRC  requirements  in  10  CFR 
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Part  71  for  packaging  and  transportation 
of  radioactive  material. 

Background 

In  1961  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  amended  its  regulations  to 
provide  an  exemption  from  its  licensing 
requirements  for  uranium  used  as 
shielding  in  shipping  containers.  In 
establishing  the  exemption,  the 
Commission  considered  it  desirable  to 
require  cladding  of  the  uranium  so  as  to 
reduce  surface  radiation  levels  and 
contain  any  uranium  oxidation  products. 
Accordingly,  a  requirement  for  cladding 
the  uranium  was  included  by  reference 
to  a  set  of  shipping  container 
requirements  then  in  the  U.S.  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  (a  predecessor 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation) 
transportation  regulations. 

Although  considered  convenient  at 
the  time,  this  particular  reference  in  the 
U.S.  AEG  (now  NRC)  regulations  of  a 
section  from  another  federal  agency’s 
regulations  has  been  a  soiuce  of 
administrative  inconvenience.  Over  the 
years,  changes  in  the  referenced  section 
of  the  ICC  regulations  (e.g.,  changing  the 
name  of  the  agency  and  the  section 
number)  and,  more  recently,  deletion  of 
the  entire  section  from  DOT  regulations, 
have  caused  questions  about  the 
applicability  of  49  CFR  178.250  of  DOT 
regulations  to  the  exemption  in 
§  40.13(c)(6). 

The  Regulation 

The  amendment  of  §  40.13(c)(6)  will 
replace  the  reference  to  the  set  of 
shipping  container  requirements  that 
were  contained  in  49  CFR  178.250  of 
DOT  regulations  by  a  single  requirement 
which  has  been  selected  from  that  set. 
This  single  requirement  for  minimum 
cladding  of  the  uranium  shielding 
constitutes  no  substantive  change  h’om 
the  expected  cladding  when  the  entire 
§  178.250  was  incorporated  by  reference. 

This  change  to  §  40.13(c)(6)  is  a 
nonsubstantive  amendment.  It  is 
intended  to  clarify  an  essential 
requirement  for  exempt  use  of  uranium 
shielding  in  shipping  containers. 

This  Hnal  rule  contains  no  new  or 
amended  requirements  for 
recordkeeping,  reporting,  plans  or 
procedures,  applications,  or  any  other 
type  of  information  collection. 

Since  the  following  amendment 
clarifies  an  ambiguity  existing  in  the 
NRC’s  regulations  without  imposing  any 
additional  substantive  requirement,  the 
Commission  has  determined  that  good 
cause  exists  for  omitting  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  and  public 
procedure  thereon  as  unnecessary.  For 
these  same  reasons,  the  Commission  has 
found  that  good  cause  exists  for  making 


the  amendment  effective  immediately 
upon  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy 
Reorganization  Act  of  1974,  as  amended, 
and  sections  552  and  553  of  title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code,  the  following 
amendment  to  Title  10,  Chapter  I,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  40,  is 
published  as  a  document  subject  to 
codihcation. 

PART  40— DOMESTIC  LICENSING  OF 
SOURCE  MATERIAL 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  10  CFR 
Part  40  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  62, 63. 64, 65, 81. 161, 182, 
183, 186,  68  Stat.  932,  933,  935,  948,  953,  954, 
955,  as  amended,  secs.  83, 84, 92  StaL  3033,  as 
amended,  3039,  sec.  234, 83  Stat.  444,  as 
amended,  (42  U.S.C.  2092, 2093,  2094,  2095, 
2111,  2113,  2114,  2201,  2232,  2233,  2236,  2282); 
secs.  202,  206,  88  Stat.  1244, 1246,  (42  U.S.C 
5842,  5846)  unless  otherwise  noted. 

Section  40.31(g)  also  issued  under  sec.  122, 

68  Stat.  939  (42  U.S.C.  2152).  Section  40.46 
also  issued  under  sec.  184, 68  StaL  954,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  2234). 

For  the  purposes  of  sec.  223, 68  Stat.  958,  as 
amended.  (42  U.S.C.  2273),  §§  40.3, 
40.25(d)(l)^3),  40.35(a)-(d),  40.41(b)  and  (c), 
40.46, 40.51(a)  and  (c)  and  40.63  are  issued 
imder  sec.  161b,  68  Stat.  948,  as  amended,  (42 
U.S.C.  2201(b));  and  §§  40.25(c)  and  (dK3)  and 
(4),  40.26(c)(2),  40.35(e),  40.41(f).  40.61.  40.62, 
40.64,  and  40.65  are  issued  under  sec.  161o,  68 
Stat.  950,  as  amended,  (42  U.S.C.  2201(o)). 

2.  Section  40.13(c)(6)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  40.13  Unimportant  quantities  of  source 
materiaL 

A  *  ★  *  * 

(c)  *  *  * 

(6)  Natural  or  depleted  uranium  metal 
used  as  shielding  constituting  part  of 
any  shipping  containen  Provded.  That: 

(i)  The  shipping  container  is 
conspicuously  and  legibly  impressed 
with  the  legend  “CAUTION — 
RADIOACTIVE  SHIELDING- 
URANIUM,”;  and 

(ii)  The  uranium  metal  is  encased  in 
mild  steel  or  equally  fire  resistant  metal 
of  minimum  wall  thickness  of  one-eighth 
inch  (3.2  mm). 

***** 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.  this  7th  day  of 
December  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
WUHam  ).  Dircks, 

Executive  Director  for  Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36798  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

12  CFR  Part  217 

[Docket  No.  R-0379] 

Interest  on  Deposits;  Regulation  Q; 
Technical  Amendments 

agency:  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 

ACTION:  Technical  amendments. 


SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  its  authority 
under  section  19  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act  as  amended,  the  Board  has 
amended  Regulation  Q  (Interest  on 
Deposits)  to  incorporate  the  rules  of  the 
Depository  Institutions  Deregulation 
Committee  (“DIDC’),  adopted  pursuant 
to  the  Depository  Institutions 
Deregulation  Act  of  1980  (Title  II  of  Pub. 
L  96-221).  The  amendments  to 
Regulation  Q  are  technical  and  conform 
the  Board’s  rules  to  those  of  the  DIDC. 
EFFECTIVE  date:  December  16, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gilbert  T.  Schwartz,  Associate  General 
Counsel  (202/452-3625),  Paul  S.  Pilecki, 
Senior  Attorney  (202/452-3281),  or 
Beverly  A.  Belcamino,  Attorney  (202/ 
452-3623),  Legal  Division,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Depository  Institutions  Deregulation  Act 
of  1980  (Title  n  of  Pub.  L  96-221) 
transfers  to  the  DIDC  the  authority  • 
conferred  by  section  19(j)  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act  (12  U.S.C.  3^b)  upon  the 
Board  (and  the  similar  authority  of  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 
and  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
which  are  contained  in  other  statutes)  to 
prescribe  rules  relating  to  the  payment 
of  interest  on  deposits.  The  DIDC  has 
issued  final  regulations  and 
amendments  to  existing  rules  as  follows: 
(1)  Time  deposits  of  less  than  $100,000 
with  maturities  of  2V^  years  to  less  than 
4  years  (12  CFR  1204.106;  46  FR  20155 
and  37020);  (2)  ceiling  rates  for  26-week 
money  market  time  deposits  (12  CFR 
1204.104;  46  FR  20155,  51897  and  55507); 
(3)  qualified  tax-exempt  savings 
certificates  (12  CFR  1204.116;  46  FR 
45121);  and  (4)  new  IRA/Keogh  time 
deposits  (12  CFR  1204.118;  46  FR  53395 
and  58285).  In  view  of  these  actions  by 
the  DIDC,  the  Board  is  amending 
Regulation  Q  to  incorporate  these 
changes. 

The  following  table  presents  the 
provisions  of  Regulation  Q  that  have 
been  amended  by  the  DIDCs  actions. 
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Table  os  Regulation  Q  Changes 


OIDCRule 

Regulatkm'O 

provision 

affected 

1204.104 . 

Ceiliog  rales  for  26- 
week  irraney  market 
certificates. 

217.7(0. 

1204.106 . 

THhe- deposits  of  less 
than  $100,000  with 
maturities  of 
years  to  less  than  4 
years. 

217.7(gf. 

1204.116 . 

Qualified  tax-exempt 
savings  certificates. 

217.7(b(. 

217.3(a). 

217.7(0 

(new 

paragraph). 

1204.118... . 

IRA/Kaogh  lime 
deposits. 

217.7(e). 

(bl  Ftxed-ceiHttg  time  deposits  of  less 
thim  $100,000.  Except  as  provided  in 
paragraphs  (a),  (d),  (e^  (f),  (gj.  and  (i),  no 
member  bank  shaU  pay  interest  on  any 
time  deposit  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  the 
applicable  rate  imder  the  following 
schedule: 


Because  these  «nendments  are 
necessary  to  conform  the  Board’s  rules 
to  those  ^  the  DIOC,  the  Board  for  good 
cause  flnds  that  the  notice,  public 
procedure,  and  deferral  of  effective  date 
provisions  of  5  U.S,C.  553  (bl  and  (d) 
with  regard  to  this  action  are 
unnecessary  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest. 

PART  217— INTEREST  ON  DEPOSITS 

Pursuant  to  the  Board's  authority 
under  section  19  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  461,  371b]  to  prescribe 
rules  to  effectuate  the  purposes  of  that 
section  and  to  prevent  evasions  thereof. 
Regulation  Q,  12  CFR  Part  217,  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  217.3  (12  CFR  217.3)  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (a)  to 
read  as  fr^lows: 

§  217.3  Interest  on  time  and  savings 
deposit 

(a)  Maximum  rate.  Except  as  provided 
in  this  section,  no  member  bank  shall, 
directly  or  indirectly,  by  any  device 
whatsoever,  pay  interest  on  any  time  or 
savings  deposit  at  a  rate  in  excess  of 
such  applicable  maximum  rate  as  the 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System  shall  prescribe  from 
time  to  time  in  §  217.7.  Except  as 
provided  in  $  217.7(i),  in  ascertaining  the 
rate  of  interest  paid,  the  effects  of 
compounding  of  interest  may  be 
disregarded.  The  maximum  rate  of 
interest  that  may  be  paid  by  a  member 
bank  on  an  additional  deposit  to  any 
existing  time  deposit  shall  not  exceed 
the  maximum  rate  that  may  be  paid  in 
accordance  with  §  217.7  on  the  date  the 
additional  deposit  is  made. 
***** 

2.  Section  217.7  (12  CFR  2177)  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (b)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  217.7  Maximum  rates  of  interest  payable 
by  ntember  banks  on  time  and  savings 
depoelta. 


(Maturity 

Maxi¬ 

mum 

per¬ 

cent 

14  days  or  more  tMJt  less  than  90  days - 

_  5V4 

_  5V* 

1  year  or  more  but  less  than  2-Mt  years. . . 

S-M  years  or  more  but  less  than  4  years . 

8% 

.  6% 

7V8 

_ 

.  7^ 

•  •  *  *  • 

3.  SecUon  217.7  (12  CFR  217.7)  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (e)  to 
read  as  follows: 

***** 

(e)  Individual  Retirement  Account 
and  Keogh  (H.R.  10)  Plan  deposits  of 
less  than  $100,000.  (1)  Except  as 
provided  in  para^aphs  (a),  (e)  (2).  and 
(g)  of  this  section,  a  member  bank  may 
pay  interest  on  any  time  deposit  with  a 
maturity  of  three  years  or  more  that 
consists  of  funds  deposited  to  die  crecht 
of,  or  in  which  the  entire  benefrcial 
interest  is  held  by,  an  individual 
pursuant  to  an  Individual  Retirement 
Account  agreement  or  Keogh  (H.R.  10) 
Plan  established  pursuant  to  26  U.S.C. 
(I.R.C  1954)  219,  401,  404, 408  and 
related  provisions  at  a  rate  not  in  excess 
of  8  percent.  ‘ 

(2)  A  member  bank  may  pay  interest 
at  any  rate  as  agreed  to  by  the  depositor 
on  any  time  deposit  with  a  maturity  of 
one  and  one-half  years  or  more,  that 
consists  of  funds  deposited  to  the  credit 
of,  or  in  which  the  entire  beneHcial 
interest  is  held  by,  an  individual 
pursuant  to  an  Individual  Retirement 
Accmmt  agreement  or  Keogh  (H.R.  10) 
Plan  established  pursuant  to  26  U.S.G 
(I.R.C.  1954]  219,  401,  404,  408  and 
related  provisions.  An  institution  may 
permit  additional  deposits  to  be  made  to 
such  a  time  deposit  at  any  time  prior  to 
its  maturity  without  extending  the 
maturity  of  all  or  a  portion  of  the  entire 
balance  in  the  account. 
***** 

4.  Section  217.7  (12  CFR  217.7)  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (f)  to 
read  as  follows: 

***** 

(f)  2&-week  money  market  time 
deposits  of  less  than  $100,000.  Except  as 
provided  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b)  and  (d) 
of  this  section,  a  member  bank  may  pay 
interest  on  any  nonnegotiable  time 


deposit  of  $10,009  or  more,  with  a 
maturity  of  26  weeks,  at  a  rate  not  to 
exceed  the  ceiling  rates  set  forth  below. 
*1116  ceiling  rate  shall  be  based  on  the 
higher  of  either  (1)  The  rate  established 
and  announced  (auction  average  on  a 
discount  basis)  feu  U.S.  Treasury  bills 
with  maturities  of  26  wedcs  at  the 
auction  held  immediately  prior  to  the 
date  of  deposit  (“Bill  Rate”),  or  (2)  the 
average  of  the  four  rates  established 
and  announced  (auction  average  on  a 
discount  basis)  fm  U.S.  Treasury  bills 
with  maturities  of  26  weeks  at  the  four 
auctions  held  immediately  prior  to  the 
date  of  deposit  (“Four-Week  Average 
Bill  Rate”).  Rounding  any  rate  to  the 
next  higher  rate  is  not  permitted  and 
interest  may  not  be  compounded  during 
the  term  of  this  deposit 


BM  rate  or  4-week 
average  M  rate 


Interest  rate  ceilmg 


7.50  percent  or  below .  7.75  percent 

Above  7.50  percent .  Or>e-quarter  of  one  percentage 

point  plut  the  higher  oi  the  bill 
rats  or  4-week  average  bill 
rate. 


A  member  bank  may  offer  this  category 
of  time  deposit  to  all  depositors. 
However,  a  member  bank  may  pay 
interest  on  any  nonnegotiable  time 
deposit  of  $10,000  or  more  with  a 
maturity  of  26  weeks  which  consists  of 
funds  deposited  to  the  credit  of,  or  in 
which  the  entire  beneHcial  interest  is 
held  by: 

(1)  The  United  States,  any  state  of  the 
United  States,  or  any  county, 
municipality  or  political  subdivision 
thereof,  the  District  of  Columbia,  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the 
Virgin  Islands,  American  Samoa,  Guam, 
or  j^itical  subdivision  thereof;  or 

(2)  An  individual  pursuant  to  an 
In^vidual  Retirement  Account 
agreement  or  Keo^  (HR.  10)  Plan 
established  pursuant  to  26  U.S.C  (IR.C. 
1954)  219, 401, 404,  408  and  related 
provisions  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  the 
ceiling  rate  payable  oa  the  same 
category  of  deposit  by  any  Federally 
insured  savings  and  loan  association  or 
mutual  savings  bank.’ 


5.  SecUon  2177  (12  CFR  2177)  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (g)  to 
read  as  follows: 


(g)  Time  deposits  of  less  than  $100,000 
with  maturities  of2¥i  years  to  less  than 
4  years.  Except  as  provided  in 
paragraphs  (a),  (b),  (d).  and  (e)  of  this 
section,  a  member  baidc  may  pay 
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interest  on  any  nonnegotiable  time 
deposit  with  an  original  maturity  of  2% 
years  to  less  than  four  years  at  a  rate 
not  to  exceed  the  higher  of  one-quarter 
of  one  percent  below  the  average  214 
year  yield  for  U.S.  Treasury  lecurities  as 
determined  and  announced  by  the  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Treasury  immediately 
prior  to  the  date  of  deposit,  or  9.25 
percent.  Such  announcement  is  made  by 
the  U.S.  Department  of  the  Treasury 
every  two  weeks.  The  average  2%  year 
yield  will  be  rounded  by  the  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Treasury  to  the 
nearest  5  basis  points.  The  rate  paid  on 
any  such  deposit  cannot  exceed  the 
ceiling  rate  in  effect  on  the  date  of 
deposit.  A  member  bank  may  offer  this 
category  of  time  deposit  to  all 
depositors.  However,  a  member  bank 
may  pay  interest  on  any  nonnegotiable 
time  deposit  with  a  maturity  of  214  years 
to  less  than  4  years  which  consists  of 
funds  deposited  to  the  credit  of,  or  in 
which  the  entire  beneficial  interest  is 
held  by: 

(1)  Tbe  United  States,  any  state  of  the 
United  States,  or  any  county, 
municipality  or  political  subdivision 
thereof,  the  District  of  Columbia,  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the 
Virgin  Islands,  American  Samoa,  Guam, 
or  political  subdivision  thereof;  or 

(2)  An  individual  pursuant  to  an 
Individual  Retirement  Account 
agreement  or  Keogh  (H.R.  10)  Plan 
established  pursuant  to  26  U.S.G  (I.R.C. 
1954]  219,  401,  404, 408  and  related 
provisions  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  the 
ceiling  rate  payable  on  the  same 
category  of  deposit  by  any  Federally 
insured  savings  and  loan  association  or 
mutual  savings  bank.^ 
***** 

6.  Section  217.7  (12  CFR  217.7)  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (i) 
as  follows: 

***** 

(i)  Tax-exempt  savings  certificate.  (1) 
A  member  bank  may  pay  interest  on  a 
nonnegotiable  tax-exempt  savings^ 
certificate  (“ASC")  provided  that  the 
time  deposit  has  an  original  maturity  of 
exactly  one  year,  is  available  in 
denominations  of  $500  and  any  other 
denomination,  at  the  discretion  of  the 
member  bank,  and  has  an  annual 
investment  yield  to  maturity  equal  to  70 
piercent  of  the  average  investment  yield 
for  the  most  recent  auction  of  52-week 
U.S.  Treasury  bills  prior  to  the  calendar 
week  in  which  the  ASC  is  issued.^ 


‘When  institutions  credit  interest  more  frequently 
than  annuaHy,  the  computation  of  interest  must  be 
adjusted  to  r^ect  the  effects  of  compounding  so 
that  the  annual  investment  yield  to  the  depositor 


(2)  A  member  bank  must  provide  each 
depositor  the  following  notice,  in  a  form 
that  the  depositor  may  retain  at  the  time 
of  opening  a  deposit  under  this 
paragraph: 

The  Economic  Recovery  Tax  Act  of  19*1 
authorizes  a  lifetime  exclusion  from  gross 
income  for  federal  income  tax  purposes  of  up 
to  $1,000  ($2,000  in  the  case  of  a  joint  return) 
for  interest  on  tax-exempt  savings 
certificates.  Regardless  of  how  much  interest 
is  earned  on  this  or  any  other  tax-exempt 
savings  certificate,  including  interest  earned 
on  such  certiHcates  from  other  institutions, 
and  regardless  of  during  which  taxable  years 
that  interest  is  earned,  no  more  than  a  total  of 
$1,000  ($2,000  in  the  case  of  a  joint  return)  can 
be  excluded  from  federal  gross  income  for  all 
taxable  years.  Furthermore,  interest  earned 
on  a  specific  certificate  cannot  be  excluded 
from  federal  gross  income  if  (A)  that 
certificate  is  used  as  collateral  for  any  loan, 
or  (B)  any  part  of  the  principal  of  that 
certificate  is  redeemed  or  disposed  of  prior  to 
maturity. 

(3) (i]  A  member  bank  may  not  issue 
ASCs  after  March  31, 1982,  under  this 
paragraph  unless  an  executive  offfcer  of 
the  member  bank  certiffes,  in  a  form 
determined  by  the  member  bank,  that 
the  member  bank  has  complied  with  the 
“qualified  residential  financing” 
requirement  set  out  in  26  U.S.C.  128.  The 
certification  must  be  maintained  by  the 
member  bank  in  its  files  and  must  be 
available  to  the  member  bank's  primary 
supervisory  agency  upon  request  The 
certification  shall  include  appropriate 
supporting  documentation,  as 
determined  by  the  member  bank. 

(ii)  A  member  bank  issuing  ASCs 
during  any  calendar  quarter  must  use  at 
least  75  percent  of  the  lesser  of: 

(A)  The  proceeds  from  ASCs  issued 
during  a  calendar  quarter,  or 

(B)  “Qualified  net  savings,” 
to  provide  “qualified  residential 
financing”  by  the  end  of  the  subsequent 
calendar  quarter  and  may  not  issue 
additional  ASCs  unitl  the  75  percent 
requirement  is  satisfied. 

(iii)  For  purposes  of  determining 
compliance  with  the  “qualified 

remains  at  the  rate  stipulated  by  law.  Specifically, 
the  formula  used  to  derive  the  nominal  interest  rate 
at  which  interest  can  be  credited  is  as  follows: 

I=l(l=c/I00"''“»l-1 

r=-100x|365/d)  Xl 

where:  c=the  annual  investment  yield  required  to 
be  paid  on  the  ASCs  (in  percent  per  annum) 

D  —  the  average  number  of  days  in  a  compounding 
period  (36S-day  year) 

I=the  amount  of  interest  earned  during  a  (385- 
day  year)  compounding  period  per  dollar  in  the 
account  at  the  beginning  of  the  period. 

r=the  correspondeing  nominal  rate  of  interest 
(36S-day  basis,  in  percent  per  annum) 

For  institutions  using  continuous  compounding, 
the  nominal  interest  rate  would  be  defined  as: 
r=100  |1n  (1  -f  (c/100))),  where  “in"  signifies  the 
natural  logaritiun  of  the  expression  that  follows  it. 


residential  financing”  requirement,  the 
following  applies: 

(A)  The  term  “qualified  net  savings” 
includes  interest  or  dividends  credited 
to  deposit  accounts; 

(B)  The  amount  of  “qualified 
residential  financing”  is  to  be 
determined  net  of  repayment  of 
principal  and  paydowns,  buTsales  of 
such  assets  may  not  be  netted; 

(C)  The  term  “any  loan  for  agricultural 
purposes”  is  defined  to  have  the  same 
meaning  as  items  described  in  the 
instructions  to  the  Report  of  Condition 
of  all  Insured  Commercial  Banks, 
schedule  A,  item  4  “Loans  to  Finance 
Agricultural  Production  and  Other  Loans 
to  Farmers,"  and  schedule  A.  item  1(b) 
“Real  Estate  Loans  Secured  by 
Farmland,”  and 

(D)  “Qualified  residential  financing” 
includes  a  firm  commitment  to  purchase 
any  assets  eligible  for  such  investment. 

(iv)  If  a  member  bank  provides  for 
automatic  renewal  of  an  ASC, 
depositors  must  be  notified  in  writing  at 
least  15  days  in  advance  of  the  maturity 
of  an  ASC  in  the  event  the  member  bank 
cannot  renew  the  ASC  because  of  its 
failure  to  satisfy  the  residential 
financing  requirement  Failure  to  give 
such  notice  shall  not  result  in  automatic 
renewal  of  the  ASC. 

(v)  This  paragraph  (i)  expires  January 
1, 1983. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System.  December  17. 1981. 
WUliara  W.  Wdes. 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  SI-36795  Filed  12-23-81: 8:46  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 

(Airworthiness  Docket  No.  81-ASW-65; 
Arndt  39-4284] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Swearingen 
Model  SA226-T.  SA226-AT  and  SA226- 
TC  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  for 
Swearingen  Model  SA226-T,  SA226-AT, 
and  SA228-TC  airplanes.  This  /UD 
requires  installation  of  cable  guards  and 
retainers  in  each  control  column.  This 
AD  is  needed  to  correct  an  unsafe 
condition  that  could  result  in  loss  of 
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lateral  control,  and  subsequent  loss  of 
the  airplane. 

date:  Effective  December  31, 1981. 

Compliance  required  as  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  A£k 
addresses:  The  applicable  service 
information  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Director  of  Product  Support,  Fairchild 
Swearingen  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
32486,  San  Antonio,  Texas  78284. 

These  documents  may  be  examined  at 
the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  4400  Blue  Mound  Road, 
Fort  Worth,  Texas,  or  at  the  Rules 
Docket  in  Room  916,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  A.  Simmons,  Airframe  Branch, 
Aircraft  Certihcation  Division,  ASW- 
120,  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101, 
telephone  number  (817)  624-4911, 
extension  516. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION*.  There 
has  been  a  failure  of  the  control  column 
cable  pulley  system  and  subsequent  loss 
of  lateral  control  on  a  Swearingen 
airplane.  The  FAA  has  determined  that 
this  is  an  unsafe  condition  which  is 
likely  to  exist  or  develop  on  other 
airplanes  of  the  same  control  column 
cable  pulley  type  design.  The  AD 
requires  installation  of  cable  guards  and 
retainers  in  each  control  column  so  that 
the  control  cables  cannot  disengage 
from  the  control  pulleys.  Fairchild 
Swearingen  Service  Bulletin  SB27-022 
issued  January  5, 1979,  refers  to  the 
installation  of  cable  guards  and 
retainers  in  each  control  column. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive: 

Swearingen:  Applies  to  Swearingen  Model 
SA226-T.  S/N  T201  through  T290;  SA226- 
AT,  S/N  ATOOl  through  AT066:  SA226-TC, 
S/N  TC201  through  TC2S5  airplanes 
certified  in  all  categories.  Compliance 
required  within  the  next  50  hours’  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD 
but  not  later  than  January  IS,  1982. 
Accomplishment  of  Fairchild  Swearingen 
Service  Bulletin  SB27-022  issued  January  5, 
1979,  satisfies  the  requirements  of  this  AD 
(Airworthiness  Docket  No.  81-ASW-65). 


To  prevent  disengagement  of  the  control 
cables  from  the  control  pulleys  install  cable 
guards  and  retainers  in  each  control  column 
in  accordance  with  Fairchild  Swearingen 
Service  Bulletin  SB27-022  issued  January  5, 
1979,  or  an  equivalent  means  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Aircraft  Certihcation  Division,  FAA, 
Southwest  Region. 

A  special  flight  permit  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  to  allow  flight  of 
the  aircraft  to  a  location  where  this  AD  can 
be  accomplished. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
December  31, 1981. 

(Secs.  313(a],  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transpdhation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation  that  is 
not  major  under  Section  8  of  Executive  Order 
12291.  It  is  impracticable  for  the  agency  to 
follow  the  procedures  of  Order  12291  with 
respect  to  this  rule  since  the  rule  must  be 
issued  immediately  to  correct  an  unsafe 
condition  in  aircraft.  It  has  been  further 
determined  that  this  document  involves  an 
emergency  regulation  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034, 
February  26, 1979).  If  this  action  is 
subsequently  determined  to  involve  a 
signiHcant  regulation,  a  final  regulatory 
evaluation  or  analysis,  as  appropriate,  will  be 
prepared  and  placed  in  the  regulatory  docket 
(otherwise,  an  evaluation  is  not  required).  A 
copy  of  it,  when  ffled,  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  person  identiffed  under  the 
caption  “For  Further  Information  Contact.” 

This  rule  is  a  final  order  of  the 
Administrator  under  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  or  1958,  as  amended.  As 
such,  it  is  subject  to  review  only  by  the 
various  courts  of  appeals  of  the  United 
States,  or  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  December 
11, 1981. 

F.  E.  Whitfield, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36679  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  22094;  Arndt.  39-4287] 

Airworthineaa  Directive;  Airbus 
Industrie  Modei  A300  Series  Airpianes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that 
requires  repetitive  inspections  for  cracks 
of  rear  cargo  door  frames,  and 
replacement  of  the  frames  as  necessary, 
on  Airbus  Industrie  Model  A300  series 
airplanes.  This  AD  is  needed  to  detect 


cracks  which  could  result  in  failure  of 
the  frames  causing  depressurization, 
structural  damage  and  possible  loss  of 
the  airplane. 

date:  Effective  January  25, 1982. 
Compliance  schedule — as  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
bulletins  may  be  obtained  from:  Airbus 
Industrie,  Airbus  Support  Division,  BP 
33,  31700  Blagnac,  France. 

A  copy  of  each  service  bulletin  is 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket,  Room 
916,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591  and  is  filed  with 
the  original  document. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  Christie,  Chief,  Aircraft  Certification 
Staff,  AEU-100,  Europe,  Afirica  and 
Middle  East  Office,  FAA,  c/o  American 
Embassy,  Brussels,  Belgium,  telephone: 
513.38.30  or  C.  Chapman,  Acting  Chief, 
Technical  Standards  Branch,  AWS-110, 
FAA,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20591,  telephone:  202- 
426-8192. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 

proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  include  an 
airworthiness  directive  to  require 
repetitive  inspections  for  cracks  of  rear 
cargo  door  frames,  and  replacement  of 
the  frames  as  necessary,  on  Airbus 
Industrie  Model  A3(X)  series  airplanes, 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  at 
46  FR  42280.  Since  all  Airbus  Model 
A300  series  airplanes  on  the  U.S. 
registry  are  currently  being  inspected  in 
accordance  with  Airbus  Service  Bulletin 
No.  A300-53-108,  or  have  been  modified 
in  accordance  with  Airbus  Service 
Bulletin  No.  A300-53-109,  no  immediate 
safety  hazard  existed,  and  time 
permitted  promulgation  of  this  AD  by 
public  notice  to  make  it  applicable  to 
those  airplanes  currently  on  the  registry 
as  well  as  all  future  airplanes  that  may 
be  entered  on  the  U.S.  aircraft  registry. 

The  proposal  was  prompted  by 
reports  of  cracks  in  the  flanges  of  the 
rear  cargo  compartment  door  frames  67 
and  69  found  during  routine  inspections 
on  Airbus  Industrie  Model  A300  series 
airplanes.  Closer  examination  revealed 
corrosion  attributed  to  the  stresses 
induced  in  the  frames  during  installation 
of  titanium  rivets.  These  cracks  could 
cause  failure  of  the  frames  resulting  in 
depressurization,  structural  damage,  and 
possible  loss  of  the  airplane.  Since  this 
condition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  on 
other  airplanes  of  the  same  type  design, 
the  AD  requires  repetitive  inspections  of 
rear  cargo  door  frames  67  and  69  for 
cracks  in  the  external  and  internal 
flanges,  and  replacement  of  the  frames 
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as  necessary,  on  Airbus  Industrie  Model 
A300  series  airplanes. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  amendment.  No 
objections  were  received.  Accordingly, 
the  proposal  is  adopted  without  change. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.i3)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive: 

Airbus  Industrie:  Applies  to  Model  A300 
series  airplanes,  certificated  in  all 
categories. 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplish^. 

To  prevent  failure  of  the  aft  cargo  door 
frames  67  and  69.  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Within  the  next  550  hours  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
unless  already  accomplished  within  the  last 
1450  hours  time  in  service,  inspect  the  rear 
cargo  compartment  door  frame  external 
flanges  in  accordance  with  paragraph  2.B.(1) 
of  Airbus  Industrie  A300  Service  Bulletin 
A300-53-108,  Revision  1,  dated  October  IS. 
1979  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Service 
Bulletin),  or  an  FAA-approved  equivalent. 

(b)  If  no  cracks  are  found  during  the 
inspection  required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
AD: 

(1)  The  airplane  may  be  returned  to 
service;  and 

(2)  Repeat  the  inspection  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  AD  at  intervals  not  to  exce^  2000 
hours  time  in  service  from  the  last  inspection. 

(c)  If,  during  the  inspection  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD,  the  total  number  of 
cracks  found  does  not  exceed  5,  or  the  total 
length  of  all  cracks  found  does  not  exceed  2 
inches: 

(1)  The  airplane  may  be  returned  to 
service:  and 

(2)  Repeat  the  inspection  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  AD  at  intervals  not  to  exce^  550 
hours  time  in  service  from  the  last  inspection. 

(d)  If,  during  the  inspection  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD,  the  total  number  of 
cracks  found  exceeds  5,  or  the  total  length  of 
all  cracks  found  exceeds  2  inches,  inspect  the 
adjacent  internal  flange  on  the  forwa:^  side 
of  frame  67  and  the  aft  side  of  frame  69  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  2.B(2)(b]  of  the 
Service  Bulletin,  or  an  FAA-approv^ 
equivalent. 

(e)  If  no  cracks  are  found  on  the  internal 
flanges  during  the  inspection  required  by 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  AD: 

(1)  The  airplane  may  be  returned  to 
service;  and 

(2)  Repeat  the  inspections  in  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (d)  of  this  AD  at  intervals  not  to  exceed 
550  hours  time  in  service  from  the  last 
inspection. 

(f)  If,  during  inspection  the  internal 
flanges  required  by  paragraph  (d)  of  this  AD. 
the  total  number  of  cracks  found  does  not 
exceed  5,  or  the  total  length  of  all  cracks  does 
not  exceed  2  inches: 

(1)  The  airplane  may  be  returned  to 
service;  and 


(2)  Repeat  the  inspections  in  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (d)  of  this  AD  at  intervals  not  to  exceed 
200  hours  time  in  service  from  the  last 
inspection. 

(g)  If,  during  the  inspection  of  the  internal 
flanges  required  by  paragraph  (d)  of  this  AD. 
the  total  number  of  cracks  found  exceeds  5, 
or  the  total  length  of  all  cracks  exceeds  2 
inches,  before  hnther  fli^t.  except  as 
provided  in  paragraph  (i)  of  this  AD.  replace 
the  frame  in  accordance  with  paragraph  2. 
“Accomplishment  Instructions,”  of  Airbus 
Industrie  A300  Service  Bulletin  A300-53-109. 
Revision  4,  dated  April  25. 1980,  or  an  FAA- 
approved  equivalent 

(h)  The  inspections  and  repetitive 
inspections  required  by  this  AD  may  be 
discontinued  when  rear  cargo  door  frames  67 
and  69  have  been  replaced  in  accordance 
with  Airbus  Industrie  A300  Service  Bulletin 
A300-53-109,  Revision  No.  4,  dated  April  25, 
1980,  or  an  FAA-approved  equivalent 

(i)  In  accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and 
21.199  the  airplane  may  be  flown  to  a  base 
where  the  maintenance  required  by  this  AO 
may  be  accomplished. 

(j)  If  an  equivalent  means  of  compliance  is 
us^  in  complying  with  this  AD,  that 
equivalent  means  must  be  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Aircraft  Certification  Staff.  AEU-lOO, . 
Europe,  Africa  and  Middle  East  Office, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  c/o 
American  Embassy,  Brussels,  Belgium. 

(k)  Upon  submission  of  substantiating  data, 
through  an  FAA  Aviation  Safety  Inspector, 
the  Chief,  Aircraft  Certification  Staft  FAA. 
Europe,  Afiica.  and  Middle  East  Office,  c/o 
American  Embassy,  Brussels,  Belgium,  may 
adjust  the  inspection  intervals. 

All  persons  affected  by  this  directive  who 
have  not  already  receiv^  these  documents 
fiom  the  manufacturer  may  obtain  copies 
upon  request  to  Airbus  Industrie,  Airbus 
Support  Division.  BP  33. 31700  Blagnac, 
France.  These  documents  may  be  examined 
at  FAA  Headquarters,  Room  916, 800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington, 

D.a  20591. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
January  25, 1982. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a). 
1421,  and  1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Note. — ^The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
considered  to  be  major  under  the  provisions 
of  Executive  Order  12291  or  significant  under 
DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR 11034;  February  26, 1979)  and  certifies  diat 
the  rule  will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  niunber  of  small 
entities  under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  since  it  involves  inspections 
and  repairs  on  only  a  few  aircraft  owned  by 
small  entities.  A  final  evaluation  has  been 
prepared  for  this  regulation  and  has  been 
placed  in  the  docket.  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the  person  idratified 
under  the  caption  “FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT.” 

This  rule  is  a  final  order  of  the 
Administrator  under  the  Federal 


Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended.  As 
such,  it  is  subject  to  review  only  by  the 
courts  of  appeals  of  the  United  States,  or 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  December 
15. 1981. 

M.  C.  Beard. 

Director  of  Airworthiness. 

|FK  Doc.  si-assn  Tiled  U-23-S1:  »46  an| 
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14  CFR  Part  71 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  SI-ASW-sa] 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area;  Camden, 
AR 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  will  alter 
the  transition  area  at  Camden,  AR.  The 
intended  effect  of  the  amendment  is  to 
provide  adequate  controlled  airspace  for 
aircraft  executing  instrument  approach 
procedures  to  the  Harrell  Field  Airport. 
Camden,  AR.  This  amendment  is 
necessary  since  a  review  of  the 
controlled  airspace  revealed  that 
additional  airspace  is  required  for  the 
protection  of  aircraft  executing 
instrument  approach  procedures  to  the 
airport 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  18, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  L  Owens,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch  (ASW-536).  Air 
Traffic  Division.  Southwest  Region. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76101, 
telephone  (817^  624-4911,  extension  302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

October  26. 1981,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (46  FR  52122)  stating  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Ad^nistration 
proposed  to  alter  the  Camden.  AR, 
transition  area.  Interested  persons  were 
invited  to  participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Comments 
were  received  without  objections. 

Except  for  editorial  changes,  this 
amendment  is  that  proposed  in  the 
notice. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (46  FR  540)  is  amended  in 
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§  71.181  as  follows,  effective  0901  GMT, 
March  18, 1982,  as  follows: 

Camden,  AR 

That  airspace  extending  upward  htim  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mile 
radius  of  Camden,  AR,  Harrell  Field  Airport 
(latitude  33°37'15"  N.,  longitude  92°45'45'’  W.) 
and  within  3.5-miles  each  side  of  the  El 
Dorado,  AR,  VORTAC  357'  radial,  extending 
from  the  6.5-mite  radius  area  to  13  miles  north 
of  the  VORTAC,  and  within  3  miles  each  side 
of  the  012'  magnetic  bearing  from  the 
Camden  Nondirectional  Radio  Beacon  (NDB) 
(latitude  33'37'15"  N.,  loi^itude  92'45'45"  W.) 
extending  from  the  6.5-miTe  radius  area  to  8.5 
miles  north  of  the  NDB. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a]);  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.61(c)) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established  body 
of  technical  regulations  for  which  frequent 
and  routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  It, 
therefore — (1)  is  not  a  "major  rule"  under 
Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
“signiHcant  rule”  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 1103;  February 
26, 1979);  and  (3)  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation  as  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  TX,  on  December  15, 
1981. 

F.  E.  Whitfield, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  61-36535  Filed  12-23-Bl:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4aiO-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-ASW-S5] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zones;  Abilene, 
TX 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  will  alter 
the  control  zones  at  Abilene,  TX.  The 
intended  effect  of  the  amendment  is  to 
provide  adequate  controlled  airspace  for 
aircraft  executing  instrument  approach 
procedures  to  the  Dyess  AFB  and 
Abilene  Municipal  Airports.  This 
amendment  is  necessary  because  a 
review  of  the  controlled  airspace 
disclosed  that  in  some  instances 
excessive  airspace  was  being  provided 
and  in  other  instances  controlled 
airspace  was  inadequate  to  protect 
aircraft  executing  instrument 
approaches  to  the  Dyess  AFB  and 
Abilene  Municipal  Airports. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  18, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
James  L.  Owens,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch  (ASW-536),  Air 


Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 

Box  1689,  Fort  Worth.  TX  76101, 
telephone  (817)  624-4911,  extension  302. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
October  29, 1981,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (46  FR  53432)  stating  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposed  to  alter  the  Abilene,  TX, 
control  zones.  Interested  persons  were 
invited  to  participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Comments 
were  received  without  objections. 

Except  for  editorial  changes,  this 
amendment  is  that  proposed  in  the 
notice. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  F  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (46  FR  540)  is  amended  in 
§  71-171  as  follows,  effective  0901  GMT, 
March  18, 1982,  as  follows: 

Abilene,  TX 

Abilene,  TX  (Municipal  Airport) 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Abilene 
Municipal  Airport  (latitude  32'24'42"N., 
longitude  99'40'53"W.);  within  2.5  miles  each 
side  of  the  Abilene  ILS  localizer  south  course 
extending  from  the  5-miie  radius  area  to  7.5 
miles  south  of  the  airport;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Abilene  ILS  localizer  north  course 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  area  to  7.5 
miles  no^  of  the  airport;  within  2.5  miles 
each  side  of  the  Tuscola  VOR  030'  radial 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  area  to  6.5 
miles  northeast  of  the  airport,  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Abilene  VORTAC  115'  radial 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  area  to  the 
Abilene  VORTAC,  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  Dyess  AFB  control  zone. 

Abilene,  TX  (Dyess  AFB) 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Dyess  AFB 
(latitude  32'25T0"N..  longitude  99'51'53"W.): 
within  2.5  miles  each  side  of  the  Abilene 
VORTAC  171'  radial  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  area  to  10.5  miles  south  of  the 
VORTAC;  within  3.5-miles  each  side  of  the 
Abilene  VORTAC  355'  radial  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  area  to  11.5  miles  north  of 
the  VORTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.61(c)) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established  body 
of  technical  regulations  for  which  frequent 
and  routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  It, 
therefore — (1)  is  not  a  "major  rule"  under 
Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
"signibcant  rule"  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR  1103;  February 
26, 1979);  and  (3)  does  not  warrant 


preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation  as  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  TX,  on  December  15, 
1981. 

F.  E.  Whitfield, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36533  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 
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14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-ASW-54]  ' 

Designation  of  Transition  Area;  Caddo 
Miils,  TX 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  will 
designate  a  transition  area  at  Caddo 
Mills,  TX.  The  intended  effect  of  the 
amendment  is  to  provide  adequate 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  a  nevv  instrument  approach 
procedure  to  the  Caddo  Mills  Municipal 
Airport.  This  amendment  is  necessary  to 
provide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
an  instrument  approach  using  a 
proposed  nondirectional  radio  beacon 
(NDB).  Coincident  with  this  action,  the 
airport  is  changed  from  visual  flight 
rules  (VFR)  to  instrument  flight  rules 
(IFR). 

effective  date:  March  18, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  L  Owens,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch  (ASW-536),  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76101, 
telephone  (817)  624-4911,  extension  302. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
October  29, 1981,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (46  FR  53433)  stating  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposed  to  designate  the  Caddo  Mills, 
TX,  transition  area.  Interested  persons 
were  invited  to  participate  in  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  by  submitting 
written  comments  on  the  proposal  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
Comments  were  received  without 
objections.  Except  for  editorial  changes, 
this  amendment  is  that  proposed  in  the 
notice. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (46  FR  540)  is  amended  in 
§  71.181  as  follows,  effective  0901  GMT, 
March  18, 1982,  as  follows: 
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Caddo  Mills,  TX 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  e.5-mile 
radius  of  the  Caddo  Mills,  TX,  Municipal 
Airport  (latitude  33*02'10"  N.,  longitude 
96°14'35"  W.)  and  within  3  miles  each  side  of 
the  172°  bearing  from  the  NDB  (latitude 
33°02'25"  N.,  longitude  96°14'54''  W,) 
extending  from  the  6.S-mile  radius  area  to  8 
miles  south  of  the  airport 
(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.61(c)) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established  body 
of  technical  regulations  for  which  frequent 
and  routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  It 
therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major  rule”  under 
Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
"significant  rule”  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  ITl  1103;  February 
26, 1979);  and  (3)  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation  as  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  TX,  on  December 
15,1981. 

F.  E.  Whitfield, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36534  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am| 
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14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-SO-551 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area, 
Carroliton,  Georgia 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  alters  the 
Carrollton,  Georgia,  Transition  Area  by 
lowering  the  base  of  controlled  airspace 
from  1,200  feet  to  700  feet  AGL 
southeast  of  the  West  Georgia  Regional 
Airport.  New  standard  instrument 
approach  procedures  have  been 
developed  for  the  airport.  Additional 
controlled  airspace  is  required  to  protect 
aircraft  executing  the  approach 
procedures.  The  airspace  must  be 
designated  before  the  approach 
procedures  can  become  effective. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  G.m.t.,  lanuary  22, 
1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Harlen  D.  Phillips,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30320; 
telephone:  (404)  763-7646. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  Thursday,  October  22, 1981,  (46  FR 
51777),  the  FAA  proposed  to  amend  Part 


71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  71)  to  alter  the  Carrollton. 
Georgia,  Transition  Area.  This  action 
adopts  the  proposal  and  thereby 
provides  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  aircraft  executing  new  standard 
instrument  approach  procedures,  LOG 
Runway  34  and  NDB  Runway  34,  at  the 
West  Georgia  Regional  Airport  The 
existing  Carrollton,  nonfederal, 
nondirectional  radio  beacon  (RBN) 
located  on  the  airport  is  being  replaced 
by  the  Carroll  County  RBN  which  will 
be  located  4  miles  southeast  of  Runway 
34.  A  nonfederal  localizer  is  proposed  to 
serve  Runway  34.  Interested  persons 
were  invited  to  participate  in  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  by  submitting 
written  comments  on  the  proposal  to  the 
FAA.  No  objections  were  received  from 
this  notice. 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  lowers  the 
base  of  controlled  airspace  from  1,200  to 
700  feet  AGL  southeast  of  the  West 
Georgia  Regional  Airport. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  §  71.181,  Subpart  G,  of 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (and  amended)  (46  FR  540) 
is  further  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t., 
January  22, 1982,  as  follows: 

Carrollton,  Georgia 

By  amending  §  71.181  in  the  description  of 
the  Carrollton,  Georgia,  Transition  Area  by 
deleting  the  words,  “*  *  *  the  169°  bearing 
from  Carrollton  RBN  (latitude  33°38'02"  N., 
longitude  85°09'13"  W.),  extending  from  the 
6.5-mile  radius  area  to  8.5  miles  south  of  the 
RBN  *  *  and  substituting  for  them  the 
words  “*  *  *  the  166°  bearing  from  the 
Carroll  County  RBN  (latitude  33°33'56''  N., 
longitude  85°07'56"  W.).  extending  from  the 
6.5-mile  radius  area  to  nine  miles  south  of  the 
RBN*  *  *" 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and  Sec. 
6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c))) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established  body 
of  technical  regulations  for  which  frequent 
and  routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  It,  therefore, 
(1)  is  not  a  major  rule  under  Executive  Order 
12291:  (2)  is  not  a  significant  rule  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 
11034;  February  26, 1979);  (3)  does  not 
warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  as  the  anticipated  impact  is  so 
minimal;  and  (4)  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial  number  of 
small  entities  under  the  criteria  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

This  action  involves  only  a  small 
alteration  of  navigable  airspace  and  air 


traffic  control  procedures  over  a  limited 
area. 

Issued  in  East  Point  Georgia,  on  December 
11, 1981. 

Jonathan  Howe, 

Director,  Southern  Region. 

|FR  Ooc.  81-38676  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  aiii| 

BHUNQ  CODE  W10-13-W 


14  CFR  Part  95 

[Docket  No.  22525;  Arndt  No.  95-302) 

IFR  Altitudes;  Miscellaneous 
Amendments 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts 
miscellaneous  amendments  to  the 
required  IFR  (instrument  flight  rule) 
altitudes  and  changeover  points  for 
certain  Federal  airways,  jet  routes,  or 
direct  routes  for  which  a  minimum  or 
maximum  en  route  authorized  IFR 
altitude  is  prescribed.  These  regulatory 
actions  are  needed  because  of  changes 
occurring  in  the  National  Airspace 
System.  These  changes  are  designed  to 
provide  for  the  safe  and  efficient  use  of 
the  navigable  airspace  under  instrument 
conditions  in  the  affected  areas. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  21, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Donald  K.  Fimai,  Flight  Procedures  and 
Airspace  Branch  (AFO-730).  Aircraft 
Programs  Division,  Office  of  Flight 
Operations,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone;  (202)  426-8277. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
amendment  to  Part  95  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  95) 
prescribes  new,  amended,  suspended,  or 
revoked  IFR  altitudes  governing  the 
operation  of  all  aircraft  in  IFR  flight  over 
a  specified  route  or  any  portion  of  that 
route,  as  well  as  the  changeover  points 
(COPs)  for  Federal  airways,  jet  routes, 
or  direct  routes  as  prescribed  in  Part  95. 
The  specified  IFR  altitudes,  when  used 
in  conjunction  with  the  prescribed 
changeover  points  for  those  routes, 
ensure  navigation  aid  coverage  that  is 
adequate  for  safe  flight  operations  and 
free  of  frequency  interference. 

The  reasons  and  circumstances  which 
create  the  need  of  this  amendment 
involve  matters  of  flight  safety, 
operational  efficiency  in  the  National 
Airspace  System,  and  are  related  to 
published  aeronautical  charts  that  are 
essential  to  the  user  and  provide  for  the 
safe  and  efficient  use  of  the  navigable 
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airspace.  In  addition,  those  various 
reasons  or  circumstances  require 
making  this  amendment  effective  before 
the  next  scheduled  charting  and 
publication  date  of  the  flight  information 
to  assure  its  timely  availability  to  the 
user.  The  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  reflects  those 
considerations.  In  view  of  the  close  and 
immediate  relationship  between  these 
regulatory  changes  and  safety  in  air 
commerce,  I  find  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  before  adopting  this 
amendment  is  unnecessary, 
impracticable,  or  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 


Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly  and  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  Part  95  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  95)  is 
amended  as  follows  effective  at  0901 
GMT  January  21, 1982. 

(Secs.  307  and  1110,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  [49  U.S.C.  1348  and  1510);  Sec.  6(c], 
Department  of  Transporation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.49(b)(3)) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established  body 
of  technical  regulations  for  which  frequent 
and  routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  It, 


therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major  rule”  imder 
Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  “signficant 
rule”  under  DOT  Regulatory  PoHdes  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11034;  February  26, 1979); 
and  (3)  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  as  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimal.  The  FAA  certifies  that 
this  amendment  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial  number  of 
small  entities  under  the  criteria  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  December 
18. 1981. 

John  M.  Howard, 

Acting  Chief,  Aircraft  Programs  Division.  ' 
BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 
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'95.1001  DIRECT  ROUTES-U.$.  TroseINT.CA  MoJes'o,  CA  VOR 


i> 

amended  by  odding: 

'  SW-bownd 

‘6000 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

NE -bound 

•22000 

Btsmarck,  NO  VOR 

Pembino,  MN  VOR 

18000 

•5000-MOCA 

MAA-39000 

Dtcktnson,  NO  VOR 

itU.S.  Conodion  Border 

18000 

§95.1001  DIRECT  ROUTE$-U.$. 

dVio  OIK  R  031 

is  axModcd  to  delete: 

Dupre,  so  VOR 

Bismarck.  NO  VOR 

18000 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

MAA.3S000 

Minneapolis,  Minn.  VORTAC  Cedar  Ropids,  Iowa  VORTAC 

•14500 

Rop.d  c.ty,  so  VOR 

Forgo,  NO  VOR 

24000 

•3900-MOCA 

MAA.3SOOO 

Rap.d  City,  SO  VOR 

Minot,  NO  VOR 

>t18000 

-'MEA  is  estoblished  with  o  gop  in  novigotionol  covnroge. 

§95.1001  DIRECT  ROUTES-U.S. 

is  added  la  read: 

^95.1001  DIRECT  ROUTE$-U.$. 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

is  omended  to  reod: 

Gopher,  MN  VORTAC 

Cedor  Rapids.  lA  VORTAC 

14500 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

MAA-35000 

Reno,  NV  VOR 

Trose  INT,  CA 

*22000 

Gopher,  MN  VORTAC 

Moline.  IL  VORTAC 

13000 

MAA-39000 

MAA-35000 

M3000-MOCA 

Sioux  Foils,  SO  VOR 

Fargo.  NO  VOR 

15000 

*§95.5000  HIGH  ALTITUDE  RNAV  ROUTES 

CHANGEOVER  POINT  • 

TOTAL 

DISTANCE 

FROM 

FROM  TO 

DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

J800R  i$  amended  to  delete: 

Robbinsville,  N.J 

VOR  T  AC  165  6 

43 

Robbinsville 

276/  96  to  COP 

28000 

45000 

Rides,  Pa.  W  P 

40-09-08N 

075- 25-41 W 

271/91  to  Rides 

Rides,  Po.  W  P 

99 

49.5 

Rides 

279/99  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Horns,  Pa.  W  'P 

39-59-41N 

079-09-07W 

276/96  to  Homs 

Horns,  Po.  W/ P 

175.5 

87.7 

Horns 

276/96  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Thock,  Ohio  W,  P 

40-01 -05N 

082-07-46W 

269/89  to  Thack 

Thack,  Ohio  W/P 

137.8 

55 

Thack 

269/89  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Melot,  Ind.  W/P 

39-57-39N 

85-1 3- 23W 

265/85  to  Melot 

Melot,  Ind.  W/P 

165.7 

70 

Melot 

265/85  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Chops,  III.  W/P 

39-48-29N 

88-31-33W 

259/79  to  Chaps 

Chops,  III.  W  P 

206 

103 

Chaps 

259/079  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Wolco,  Kons.  W/P 

256/076  to  Wolco 

Wolco,  Kons.  W/P 

94 

47 

Walco 

255/075  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Enter,  Kons.  W  P 

251/071  to  Enter 

Enter,  Kons.  W/P 

152 

76 

Enter 

251/071  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Cedar,  Kons.  W/P 

245/065  to  Cedar 

Cedar,  Kons.  W/P 

120 

‘60 

Cedar 

245/065  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Grand,  Colo.  W/P 

243,  063  to  Grand 

Grand,  Colo.  W/P 

78.2 

39.1 

Grand 

244  64  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Delhi,  Colo.  W/P 

37-50.06N 

103.25-13W 

242/62  to  Delhi 

Delhi,  Colo.  W/P 

78.6 

39.3 

Delhi 

242, 62  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Sandy,  Colo.  W/P 

37.29-50N 

105-00-44W 

241.  61  to  Sandy 

Sandy,  Colo.  W/P 

117.6 

57.7 

Sandy 

241,  61  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Floro,  N.M.  W/P 

239/59  to  Floro 
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CHANGEOVER  POINT 


TOTAL 

FROM/TO  DISTANCE 

DISTANCE  FROM 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

Flora,  N.M.  W/P 

Camel,  Ariz.  W/P 

155.4  ‘ 

57.9 

Floro 

239/59  to  COP 

236/56  to  Camel 

18000 

45000 

Cornel,  Ariz.  W/P 

Fenny,  Calif.  W/P 

199.3 

103.5 

35-23-OON 

Camel 

113-11-40W 

236/56  to  COP 

234/54  to  Fenny 

18000 

45000 

Fenny,  Coltf.  W/P 

Morro,  Calif.  W/P 

120.0 

60.0  . 
34-25-46N 

Fenny 

116-08-24W 

234/054  to  COP 

232/052  to  Morro 

18000 

>45000 

J801R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Mesic,  Calif.  W/P 

Boulder  City,  Nev.  VORTAC 

36 

050/230  to  Boulder  City 

18000 

45000 

Boulder  City,  Nev.  VORTAC 
Poria,  Ariz.  W/P 

151.9 

76.0 

Boulder  City 

053/233  to  COP 

055/235  to  Poria 

18000 

45000 

Poria,  Ariz.  W/P 

Monte,  Colo.  W/P 

171.0 

65 

Porio 

054/234  to  COP 

058/238  to  Monte 

18000 

45000 

Monte,  Colo.  W/P 

Cabin,  Colo.  W/P 

98.7 

23 

Monte 

058/238  to  COP 

058/238  to  Cabin 

18000 

45000 

Cabin,  Colo.  W/P 

Gofel,  Colo.  W/P 

73 

33 

Cabin 

059/239  to  COP 

061/241  to  Gofel 

18000 

45000 

Gofel,  Colo.  W/’P 

Dress,  Kans.  W/P 

226 

103 

Gofel 

062/242  to  COP 

066/246  to  Dress 

18000 

45000 

Dress,  Kans.  W/P 

Ruski,  Nebr.  W/P 

117.2 

58.6 

Dress 

063/243  to  COP 

066/246  to  Ruski 

18000 

45000 

Ruski,  Nebr.  W/P 

Garde,  Iowa  W/P 

207.9 

95 

Ruski 

066/246  to  COP 
072/^252  to  Gorde 

18000 

45000 

Garde,  Iowa  W/P 

Joliet,  III.  VORTAC 

238.1 

119.0 

Garde 

072/252  to  COP 

080/260  to  Joliet 

18000 

45000 

Joliet,  111.  VORTAC 

Wolvi,  Mich.  W/P 

199.1 

no 

Joliet 

075/255  to  COP 
(®3/263  to  Wolvi 

18000 

45000 

Wolvi,  Mich.  W/P 

Spots,  Ohio  W/P 

136.0 

098/'278  to  Spots 

18000 

45000 

Spots,  Ohio  W/P 

Ormby,  Pa.  W/P 

103.6 

15 

Spots 

106/  286  to  COP 
106/286  to  Ormby 

18000 

45000 

Ormby,  Pa.  W/P 

Sparta,  N.J.  VORTAC 

190.3 

45 

Ormby 

110/290  to  COP 
116/296  to  Sparta 

18000 

45000 

J802R  is  amende  to  delete: 
Robbinsville,  N.J.  VORTAC 
Fuma,  Pa.  W/P 

164.5 

27.0 

40-16-36N 

Robbinsville 

75-04-30W 

290/110  to  COP 
284/104  to  Fuma 

18000 

45000 

Furna,  Pa.  W/P 

Shilo,  Ohio  W/P 

204.3 

102.3 

40-48-29N 

Furna 

80-1 6-1 6W 

284/104  to  COP 
276/096  to  Shilo 

18000 

45000 
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'  CHANGEOVER  POINT 


TOTAL 

DISTANCE 

FROM 

FROM,- TO 

DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

Shilo,  Ohio  W/P 

206.5 

93.0 

Shilo 

276  96  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Perry,  Ind.  W/P 

41-03-52N 

84-32-50W 

271. ’91  to  Perry 

Perry,  Ind.  W,  P 

115.1 

78.0 

Perry 

271  ^91  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Bradford,  III.  W/P 

41-09-35N 

88-46-07W 

263  83  to  Bradford 

Bradford,  III.  W/? 

325.1 

165.0 

Bradford 

264  '84  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Lincoln,  Nebr.  W/P 

41-05-44N 

93-13-30W 

257.-77  to  Emerald 

Lincoln,  Nebr.  W/P 

192.5 

76.0 

Lincoln 

258.78  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Melto,  Nebr.  W  P 

40-50-1 7N 

98-24-28W 

25173  to  Melto 

Mel  to,  Nebr.  W.  P 

179.2 

89.6 

Melto 

253  73  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Gilly,  Colo.  W.-P 

40-29-09N 

102-53-48W 

249,  69  to  Gilly 

Gilly,  Colo.  W/  P 

142.3 

71.1 

Gilly 

249  69  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Bland,  Colo.  W/P 

40-05-27N 

106-21 -34W 

244/64  to  Bland 

Blond,  Colo.  W/P 

98.6 

49.3 

Bland 

244  '64  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Hills,  Utah  W/P 

39-43-44N 

108-55-1 5W 

242  '62  to  Hills 

Hills,  Utah  W/  P 

79.7 

39.8 

Hills 

242/62  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Nebos,  Utah  W/P 

39-2S-28N 

110-48-19W 

241  '61  to  Nebos 

Nebos,  Utah  W/P 

140.0 

70.0 

Nebos 

241  61  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Groft,  Nev.  W  P 

39-00-27N 

113-05-58W 

239/  59  to  Graft 

Graft,  Nev.  W/  P 

157.9 

95.0 

Groft 

239  59  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Coaldale,  Nev.  VORTAC 

38-17-55N 

116-29-40W 

236  '56  to  Coaldale 

J803R  is  amended  to  delete: 

Mina,  Nev.  W,T 

157.4 

30.0 

Mina 

54  '234  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Brisk,  Nev.  W  P 

38-43-41N 

117-25-42W 

57/'237  to  Brisk 

Brisk,  Nev.  W/P 

102.8 

51.7 

Brisk 

57  237  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Clara,  Utoh  W/P 

39-37-58N 

11 3-46-1 3W 

58  238  to  Clara 

Clara,  Utah  W  P 

119.4 

59.7 

Clara 

58  238  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Ouroy,  Utah  W/P 

40-07-58N 

111.27-44W 

60/  240  to  Ooroy 

Ouray,  Utah  W  ^P 

97.6 

48.7 

Ouray 

60/240  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Maybe,  Colo.  W,'"P 

40-34-37N 

109-10- 20W 

62/'’242  to  Maybe 

Maybe,  Colo.  W/  P 

154.8 

35.0 

Maybe 

62  242  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Tanks,  Wyo.  W/P 

40-53-21 N 

107-22-47W 

66  ''246  to  Tanks 

Tanks,  Wyo.  W/P 

165.6 

82.7 

Tanks 

66/  246  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Sands,  Nebr.  W/'P 

41-31 -36N 

102-59-1 7W 

71/  251  to  Sands 

Sands,  Nebr.  W/P 

192.8 

95.9 

Sands 

71  251  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Plum's,  Nebr.  W/'P 

41-56-50N 

99-02-47W 

76  '256  to  Plums 

Plums,  Nebr.  W,/P 

289.6 

108.0 

Plums 

76  256  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Scale,  III.  W/P 

42-15-34N 

94-28-37W 

83 '263  tn 
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CHANGEOVER  POINT 
TOTAL  DISTANCE  FROM 


FROM/^TO  DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

Scale,  III.  W/P 

183.0 

'  58.0 

Scale 

84/264  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Haven,  Mich.  W/P 

42-22-46N 

89-0 545W 

92/272  to  Haven 

Haven,  Mich,  W/P 

103.4 

51.7 

Haven 

92/272  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Wolvi,  Mich.  W/P 

42-16-52N 

85-07-42W 

97^277  to  Wolvi 

Wolvi,  Mich.  W/P 

Spots,  Ohio  W/''P 

136.0 

~ 

98/278  to  Spots 

18000 

45000 

Spots,  Ohio  W.'P 

103.6 

15.0 

Spots 

106/286  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Ormby,  Pa.  W/P 

41-58-44N 

80-36-16W 

106/286  to  Ormby 

Ormby,  Pa.  W/P 

190.3 

45.0 

Ormby 

110/290  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Sparta,  N.J.  VORTAC 

41-38-3  IN 

77-39-45W 

116-296  to  Sparta 

J805R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Hemlo,  Ore.  W/P 

Newport,  Ore.  VORTAC 

137 

- 

036/216  to  Newport 

18000 

45000 

Newport,  Ore.  VORTAC 

198 

120 

Newport 

067/247  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Dayah,  Ore.  W/P 

072/252  to  Dayah 

Dayah,  Ore.  W/'P 

139 

55 

Dayah 

065/245  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

McColl,  Ido.  VORTAC 

068/248  to  McCall 

McCall,  Ida.  VORTAC 

170 

no 

McCall 

068/248  to  COP 

19000 

45000 

Limes,  Mont.  W/P 

071/251  to  Limes 

Limes,  Mont.  W/P 

150 

75 

Limes 

071/251  to  COP 

20000 

45000 

Biggs,  Mont.  W/P 

075/255  to  Biggs 

Biggs,  Mont.  W/P 

102 

60 

Bi^gs 

077/257  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Clear,  Wyo.  W/P 

080/260  to  Clear 

Clear,  Wyo.  W/P 

193 

101 

Clear 

080/260  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Ashey,  S.D.  W/P 

086/266  to  Ashey 

Ashey,  S.D.  W/P 

224 

112 

Ashey 

086  -266  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Sioux  Falls',  S.D.  W/P 

093/273  to  Sioux  Falls 

Sioux  Falls,  S.D.  W/P 

224 

112 

Sioux  Falls 

090/270  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Wildt,  Iowa  W/P 

099/279  to  Wildt 

Wildt,  Iowa  W/P 

153 

77 

Wildt 

099/279  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Stock,  III.  W/P 

103/283  to  Stock 

J806R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Robbinsville,  N.J.  VORTAC  165 

27 

Robbinsville 

290/110  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Furna,  Pa.  W/P 

284/104  to  Furna 

Furna,  Pa.  W/P 

204 

102 

Furna 

284/104  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Shilo,  Ohio  W/P 

276/096  to  Shilo 

Shilo,  Ohio  W/P 

219 

103 

Shilo 

284/104  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Plant,  Ind.  W/P 

278/098  to  Plant 

Plant,  Ind.  W/P 

115 

57 

Plont 

279/099  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Morri,  III.  W/P 

275/095  to  Morri 
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changeover  point 


TOTAL 

FROM/TO  DISTANCE 

DISTANCE  FROM 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

Morri,  III.  W/P 

Elber,  Iowa  W/P 

in 

270  090  to  COP 

269/089  to  Elber 

18000 

45000 

Elber,  Iowa  W/P 

Kamra,  Iowa  W/P 

70 

35 

Elber 

288/108  to  COP 

283/103  to  Kamra 

18000 

45000 

Komra,  Iowa  W/P  . 

Sioox  Falls,  S.D.  VORTAC 

153 

292/112  to  COP 

289/109  to  Sioux  Falls 

18000 

45000 

Sioux  Foils,  S.D.  VORTAC 
Asbey,  S.D.  W/P 

224 

273/093  to  COP 

266  086  to  Ashey 

18000 

45000 

Ashey,  S.D.  W/P 

Clear,  Wyo.  W/P 

193 

92 

Ashey 

266  086  to  COP 

260/^080  to  Cleor 

18000 

45000 

Cleor,  Wyo.  W/P 

Biggs,  Mont.  W/P 

102 

42 

Clear 

260  080  to  COP 

257 "^077  to  Biqqs 

18000 

45000 

Biggs,  Mont.  W/P 

Limes,  Mont.  W/P 

150 

75 

Biqqs 

255/075  to  COP 

251/071  to  Limes 

20000 

45000 

Limes,  Mont.  W/P 

McColl,  Ida.  VORTAC 

170 

60 

Limes 

251/071  to  COP 

248.' 068  to  McCall 

19000 

45000 

McCall,  Ida.  VORTAC 
Dayab,  Ore.  W/P 

139 

84 

McCall 

248/  068  to  COP 
245/065  to  Dayah 

18000 

45000 

Dayah,  Ore.  W/P 

Newport,  Ore.  W/P 

198 

78 

Dayah 

252.  072  to  COP 
247/^067  to  Newport 

18000 

45000 

Newport,  Ore.  W/  P 

Hemlo,  Ore.  W/P 

137 

216/036  to  Hemlo 

18000 

45000 

J810R  is  amended  to  delete; 
Kinds,  Mich.  W/P 

Morch,  Ohio  W/'P 

lUl 

56.1 

41-43-30N 

Kinds 

83-45-40W 

94/'274  to  COP 

99/279  to  Morch 

18000 

45000 

Morch,  Ohio  W/P 

Avast,  Pa.  W/P 

233.9 

78.9 

41-29-44N 

March 

80-46-40W 

99/279  to  COP 

106."286  to  Avast 

18000 

45000 

Avast,  Po.  W/T 

Sweet,  N.J.  W/P 

113.1 

22 

Avast 

106  286  to  COP 
112/292  to  Sweet 

18000 

45000 

J811R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Judyville,  Ind.  W/P 

Elman,  Tenn.  W/P 

245.4 

145.0 

37-55-49N 

Judyville 

86-26-53W 

162/342  to  COP 
161/341  to  Elman 

18000 

45000 

Elman,  Tenn.  W/P 

Rome,  Go.  W/P 

134.4 

84.4 

Elman 

162/342  to  COP  ■ 
161/'341  to  Rome 

18000 

45000 

Rome,  Ga.  W/'P 

Mouks,  Go.  W/'^P 

106.4 

53.2 

Rome 

15&/336  to  COP 
159/339  to  Mouks 

18000 

45000 
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CHANGEOVER  POINT 


TOTAL 

FROM/'TO  DISTANCE 

DISTANCE  FROM 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

Mouks,  Go.  W/P 

Penny,  Flo.  W/P 

148.0 

100.0 

30.53-39N 

Mauks 

83-49-32W 

162/342  to  COP 
162/342  to  Penny 

18000 

45000 

Penny,  Flo.  W/P 

Reply,  Fla.  W/P 

269.0 

157.0 

2749.25N 

Penny  '' 
824)6-24W 

150/330  to  COP 
152/332  to  Reply 

18000 

45000 

J812R  is  omended  to  delete: 
Might,  Flo.  W/P 

Aport,  Fla.  W/P 

149.0 

334/154  to  COP 
334/154  to  Aport 

18000' 

45000 

Aport,  Fla.  W/P 

Archi,  Flo.  W/P 

76.0 

335/155  to  COP 
335/155  to  Archi 

18000 

45000 

Archi,  Fla.  W/P 

Alma,  Go.  W/P 

117.0 

70.0 

Archi 

001/181  to  COP 
002/182  to  Alma 

18000 

45000 

Alma,  Go.  W/P 

Corni,  Go.  W/P 

108.0 

331/151  to  COP 
330/150  to  Corni 

18000 

45000 

Corni,  Go.  W/P 

Conte.  Go.  W/P 

85.0 

333/153  to  COP 
330/150  to  Cante 

18000 

45000 

Conte,  Ga.  W/P 

Shoto,  Ky.  W/P 

181.0 

344/164  to  COP 
347/167  to  Shuto 

18000 

45000 

Shuto,  Ky.  W/P 

Borde,  Ind.  W/P 

88.0 

16.0 

Shuto 

341/161  to  COP 
335/155  to  Borde 

18000 

45000 

Borde,  Ind.  W/P 

Fores,  Ind.  W/P 

144.0 

52.0 

Borde 

335/155  to  COP 
339/159  to  Fores 

»  18000 

45000 

Fores,  Ind.  W/P 

Chicago  Heights,  III.  W/P 

43.0 

18000 

338/158  to  Chicago  Heights 

45000 

J815R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Casanova,  Vo.  W/P 

Coppa,  Va.  W/P 

167.0 

105 

Casanova 

237/057  to  COP 
233/053  to  Coppa 

18000 

45000 

Coppa,  Vo.  W/P 

Shine,  S.C.  W/P 

152.0 

236/056  to  COP 
234/054  to  Shine 

18000 

45000 

Shine,  S.C.  W/P 

Macey,  Go.  W/P 

67.0 

212/032  to  Macey 

18000 

45000 

J819R  is  amendedto  delete: 
Merry,  Mass.  W/P 

Spads,  N.Y.  W/P 

147 

100 

Merry 

294/114  to  COP 
288/108  to  Spads 

18000 

45000 

Spads,  N.Y.  W/P 

Pekin,  N.  Y.  W/P 

174 

95 

Spads 

281/101  to  COP 
276/096  to  Pekin 

18000 

45000 

Pekin,  N.  Y.  W/P 

Vermi,  Mich.  W/P 

.  267 

120 

Pekin 

275/095  to  COP 
267/  087  to  Vermi 

18000 

45000 

Vermi,  Mich.  W/P 

Poppy,  III.  W/P 

132 

50 

Vermi 

265/'085  to  COP 
261/081  to  Poppy 

18000 

45000 

Federal  Per/  '  ?  /  Vol.  46,  No.  247  /  Thur?  ’ey,  December  24, 1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations  62411 

CHANGEOVER  POINT 
TOTAL  DISTANCE  FROM 


FROM/TO  DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

J820R  ii  amended  to  delete: 
O’Hare,  III.  W/P 

176 

88 

O’ Hare 

082/'262  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Wolvi,  Mich.  W/P 

090/270  to  Wolvi 

Wolvi,  Mich.  W/P 

162.0 

75.0 

Wolvi 

090/270  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Schoo,  Po.  W/P 

42-17-26N 

82-17.22W 

092/  272  to  Schoo 

Schoo,  Pa.  W/P 

55.1 

27.5 

Schoo 

094/274  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Hornet,  N.Y.  W/P 

42-20-28N 

79-43-09W 

099/279  to  Hornet 

Hornet,  N.Y.  W/P 

257.9 

128.9 

Hornet 

092/272  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

aeri,  N.Y.  W/P 

42-32-58N 

76-12-38W 

100/280  to  Cheri 

Cheri,  N.Y.  W/P 

55.7 

27.8 

Cheri 

111/291  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Gardner,  Mass.  W/P 

42-36-56N 

72-40-53W 

113/293  to  Gardner 

J836R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Judys,  Ind.  W/P 

Ogden,  Ind.  W/P 

119.6 

122/302  to  Oqden  , 

18000 

45000 

J842R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Dallas-Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

154 

067/247  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

VORTAC 

Texarkana,  Ark.  W/P 

067/247  to  Texarkano 

Texarkana,  Ark.  W/P 

220 

no 

Texarkana 

059/239  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Surry,  Miss.  W/P 

064/244  to  Surry 

Surry,  Miss.  W/P 

218 

53 

Sorry 

062/242  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Elman,  Tenn.  W/P 

066  246  to  Elman 

Elman,  Tenn.  W/P 

92 

46 

Elman 

967/247  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Woodi,  Ky.  W/P 

072  252  to  Woodi 

Woodi,  Ky.  W  P 

127.8 

63.9 

Woodi 

075/255  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Kimbo,  W.Va.  W/P 

37-07-54N 

82-45-26W 

079  259  to  Kimbo 

Kimbo,  W.  Vo.  W  'P 

161.9 

80.9 

Kimbo 

079  259  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Gordonsville,  Va.  W/P 

3743-06N 

7949-04W 

084/264  to  Gordonsville 

Gordonsville,  Va.  W/  P 

188.8 

110.0 

Gordonsville 

068/  248  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Atlantic  City,  N.J.  W/P 

38-51 -58N 

76-05-1 2W 

070  250  to  Atlontic  City 

J843R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Robbinsville,  N.J.  VORTAC 

122.3 

97.3 

Robbinsville 

261/  081  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Westminster,  Md.  W/P 

39-38-37N 

76-28-31 W 

254/  074  to  Westminster 

Westminster,  Md.  W  'P 

216.7 

146.2 

Westminster 

259/  079  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Renfo,  W.  Va.  W/P 

254/074  to  Renfo 

Renfo,  W.  Va.  W/P 

201.1 

100.6 

Renfo 

254  W4  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Shuto,  Ky.  W/P 

251/071  to  Shuto 

Shuto,  Ky.  W/P 

90.7 

25.0 

Shuto 

251/071  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Sader,  Ky.  W/P 

37-05-43N 

85-50-57W 

244  064  to  Sader 
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TOTAL 

DISTANCE 

FROM 

FROM/TO  DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

ME  A 

MAA 

Sader,  Ky.  W/P 

184 

79 

Sader 

244/064  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Birle,  Ark.  W/P 

\ 

241/061  to  Birle 

Birle,  Ark.  W/T* 

206 

103  . 

Birle 

241  /061  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Horeb,  Ark.  W/P 

237/057  to  Horeb 

Horeb,  Ark.  W/P 

150 

237/057  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Dalias-Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

235/055  to  Dallas-Fort 

VORTAC 

Worth 

J851R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Logan,  Calif.  W/P 

218 

•  143.8 

Logan 

123/303  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Virgo,  Calif.  W/P 

35-10-15N 

119-47-lOW 

125/305  to  Virgo 

J853R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Seal  .Beach,  Calif.  W/P 

209.2 

104.5 

Seal  Beach 

079/259  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Koffo,  Ariz.  W/P 

33-40-02N 

115-58-05W 

081/261  to  Koffa 

Koffo,  Ariz.  W/P 

100.5 

50.2 

Koffa 

078/258  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Phoenix,  Ariz.  VORTAC 

33-28-43N 

112-53-19W 

079/259  to  Phoenix 

J855R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Wichita  Falls,  Tex. 

VORTAC 

Crows,  Tex.  W/P 

59 

' 

269/089  to  Crows 

18000 

45000 

Crows,  Tex.  W/P 

154 

48 

Crows 

269/089  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Texico,  N.M.  VORTAC 

266.-^086  to  Texico 

Texico,  NiA.  VORTAC 

125 

30 

Texico 

272/092  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Palma,  N.M.  W/P 

268/088  to  Palma 

Polma,  N.M.  W/P 

68 

34 

Palma 

268/088  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Voica,  N.M.  W/P 

267/087  to  Voica 

Volco,  N.M.  W/P 

125 

62 

Voica 

267/087  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Defer,  N.M.  W/P 

265/085  to  Defer 

Defer,  N.M.  W/P 

108 

54 

Defer 

265.  085  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Fourr,  Ariz.  W/P 

262/082  to  Fourr 

Fourr,  Ariz.  W/P 

173 

86 

Fourr 

262/082  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Boulder  City,  Nev.  VORTAC 

260/080  to  Boulder  Citv 

Boulder  City,  Nev. 

47 

24 

Boulder  City 

258/078  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

VORTAC 

Lucky,  Nev.  W/P 

256/076  to  Lucky 

Lucky,  Nev,  W/P 

264 

111 

Lucky 

276/090  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Modesto,  Calif.  W/P 

273/093  to  Modesto 

J86IR  is  amended  to  delete: 

Wycox,  Ariz.  W/P 

267/087  to  Wycox 

El  Paso,  Tex.  VORTAC 

184.2 

80 

El  Paso 

269/  089  to  COP 

18000 

45000 
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TOTAL 

DISTANCE 

FROM 

FROM/TO 

DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

Wycox,  Ariz.  W/P 

93.2 

.  46.6 

Wycox 

272/092  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Elope,  Ariz.  W/P 

269/089  to  Elope 

Elope,  Ariz.  W/P 

122.8 

80.0 

Elope 

278/098  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

KoHo,  Ariz.  W/P 

33-15-36N 

n3-05-31W 

276  096  to  Koffo 

Koffo,  Ariz.  W.  P 

146.6 

73.3 

Koffo 

270/090  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Beaut,  Calif.  W/P 

33-48-52N 

115-18-27W 

268  088  to  Beaut 

J862R  is  amended  to  delete: 


Simon,  Fla.  W/P 

Columbia,  S.C.  W'  P 

190.1 

150.1 

33-11-27N 

Simon 

81 -06-1 IW 

003/183  to  COP 

005/185  to  Columbia 

18000 

45000 

Columbia,  S.C.  W/P 

Elkins,  W.Va.  W/P 

306.5 

175.0 

3644-46N 

Columbia 

80-31 -27W 

010/190  to  COP 

011/191  to  Elkins 

18000 

45000 

Elkins,  W.Va.  W/P 

Nesto,  Pa.  W,^ 

78.8 

30.0 

39-24-07N 

Elkins 

79-57-16W 

015/195  to  COP 

017  197  to  Nesto 

18000 

45000 

J863R  is  amended  to  delete: 

- 

Coyle,  N.J.  VORTAC 
Gordonsville,  Va.  W/P 

205.0 

249/069  to  COP 

244/064  to  Gordonsville 

18000 

45000 

Gordon sville,  Va.  W/P 
Galax,  Va.  W/P 

148.0 

239/059  to  COP 

234/054  to  Galax 

18000 

45000 

Galax,  Vo.  W/P 

Macey,  Go.  W/P 

200 

50.0 

Galax 

234/054  to  COP 
-232/052  to  Macey 

18000 

45000 

J864R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Peotone,  III.  W/P 

Tippy,  Ind.  W/P 

82.4 

096/276  to  Tippy 

18000 

45000 

Tippy,  Ind.  W/P 

Rosewood,  Ohio  VORTAC 

101.3 

50.7 

4041 -58N 

Tippy 

85-00-29W 

117/297  to  COP 

121/301  to  Rosewood 

18000 

45000 

Rosewood,  Ohio  VORTAC 
Cameo,  Ohio  W/P 

147.9 

50.0 

40-0543N 

Rosewood 

82-59-07W 

104/284  to  COP 

109/289  to  Cameo 

18000 

45000 

Cameo,  Ohio  W/P 

Front  Royal,  Va.  W/P 

132.0 

82.0 

39-19.31N 

Cameo 

79-1 346W 

109/289  to  COP 

113/293  to  Front  Royal 

18000 

45000 

Front  Royal,  Va.  W/P 

Armel,  Va.  W/P 

36 

111/291  to  Armel 

18000 

45000 

J865R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Martinsburg,  W.Va.  W/P 
Balsa,  Ohio  W/P 

162.6 

120.6 

40-12-44N 

Martinsburg 

80-13-35W 

302/122  to  COP 
294/114  to  Bolso 

18000 

45000 
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TOTAL 

DISTANCE 

FROM 

FROM/TO  DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  angle 

MEA 

MAA 

Balsa,  Ohio  W/P 

Shilo,  Ohio  W/P 

71.4 

295/115  Shilo 

18000 

45000 

Shilo.  Ohio  W/P 

219.0 

103.0 

Shilo 

284/104  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Plant,  III.  W/P 

41.17-53N 

84-43-55W 

278/098  to  Plant 

J875R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Breroe,  Go.  W/P 

Volcon,  Ala.  W/P 

84.3 

267/087  to  Vulcan 

18000 

45000 

Vulcan,  Ala.  W/P 

145.1 

45 

Vulcan 

295/115  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Bonks,  Miss.  W/P 

291  /111  to  Bonks 

J880R  i  s  amended  to  delete: 
Kicks,  Go.  W/P 

168.5 

108.5 

Kicks 

355/175  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Augusta,  Go.  W/P 

32-32-58N 

81-59-14W 

356/176  to  Augusta 

Auqusto,  Go.  W/P 

153 

.107 

Augusta 

004/184  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Beech,  N.C.  W/P 

003/183  to  Beech 

Beech,  N.C.  W/P 

160 

45 

Beech 

003/183  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Henderson,  W.Vo.  W/P 

, 

004/184  to  Henderson 

Henderson,  W.  Vo.  W/P 

135.2 

67.6 

Henderson 

009/189  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Ritzs,  Ohio  W/P 

39-52-34N 

81 -53-01 W 

010/190  to  Ritzs 

J883R  is  amended  to  delete: 

1  Minneopol is,  Minn.  VORT AC  238.6 

130.0 

Minneopolis 

093/273  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Denny,  Wis.  W/P 

44-46-02N 

> 

90-22-10W 

100/280  to  Denny 

Denny,  Wis.  W/P 

94.8 

47.4 

Denny 

100/280  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Nirvo,  Mich.  W/P 

44-12-41N 

8649-03W 

104/284  to  Nirva 

Nirva,  Mich.  W/P 

138.8 

69.4 

Nirvo 

101/281  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Sanil,  Mich.  W/P 

43-47-36N 

84-11-05W 

107/287  to  Sanil 

Sanil,  Mich.  W/P 

178.2 

89.1 

Sanil 

107/  287  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Bloke,  N.Y.  W/P 

43-11-14N 

80-39-03W 

114/294  to  Blake 

Bloke,  N.Y.  W/P 

227.6 

113.8 

Blake 

114/294  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Kingston,  N.Y.  W/P 

120/300  to  Kingston 

• 

1  J884R  is  omended  to  delete: 

Huguenot,  N.Y.  W/P 

201.1 

120.0 

Huguenot 

302/122  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Gower,  N.Y.  W/P 

42-06-50N 

77-05-37W 

297/117  to  Gower 

Gower,  N.Y.  W/P 

176.7 

88.3 

Gower 

297/117  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Corte,  Mich.  W/P 

43-00-36N 

80-43-04W 

290/110  to  Carte 

Carte,  Mich.  W/P 

139.6 

69.8 

Corte 

290/110  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Nirvo,  Mich.  W/P 

43-44-1 3N 

84-11-29W 

284/104  to  Nirva 

Nirva,  Mich.  W/P 

94.8 

47.4 

Nirva 

284/104  to  COP 

•  18000 

45000 

Denny,  Wis.  W/P 

44-12-41N 

86-49-03W 

280  ''100  to  Denny 

' 
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TOTAL 
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FROM 

FROM/'TO  DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

Denny,  Wis.  W/P 

238.6 

108.6 

Denny 

280/100  to  COP 

18000 

Minneapolis,  Minn.  VORTAC 

44^2N 

90-22-10W 

273/093  to  Minneopolis 

J886R  is  omendeJ  to  delete: 
Morri,  111.  W/P 

m 

56 

Morri 

270/090  to  COP 

18000 

Elber,  lowo  W/P 

269/089  to  Elber 

Elber,  lowo  W/P 

T52 

60 

Elber 

273/093  to  COP 

18000 

Danny,  lowo  W/P 

266/086  to  Donny 

Donny,  lowo  W/P 

124 

62 

Donny 

266/086  to  COP 

18000 

Dries,  Nebr.  W/P 

262/082  to  Dries 

Dries,  Nebr.  W/P  ' 

225 

105 

Dries 

264/084  to  COP 

18000 

Otsie,  Nebr.  W/P 

258/078  to  Otsie 

Otsie,  Nebr.  W/P 

211 

121 

Otsie 

258/078  to  COP 

T8000 

Split,  Wyo.  W/P 

251/071  to  Split 

Split,  Wyo.  W/P 

188 

70 

Split 

251/071  to  COP 

22000 

Molod  City,  Ido.  W/P 

248/068  to  Molod  City 

Molod  City.  Mo.  W/P 

88 

65 

Molod  City 

247/067  to  COP 

18000 

Dello,  Nev.  W/P 

245/T)65  to  Delia 

Delto,  Nev.  W/P 

147 

87 

Delia 

245/065  to  COP 

18000 

Coles,  Nev.  W/P 

242/062  to  Coles 

Coles,  Nev.  W/P 

116 

55 

Coles 

242/062  to  COP 

21000 

Liked,  Colif.  W/P 

240/060  to  Liked 

Liked,  Colif.  W/P 

187 

111 

Liked 

240/060  to  COP 

18000 

Fortuno,  Colif.  VORTAC 

237/057  to  Fortuno 

Fortuno,  Colif.  VORTAC 
Redoo,  Colif.  W/P 

124 

'  251/071  to  Redoo 

18000 

J887R  is  omended  to  delete: 

Redoo,  Colif.  W/P 

Fortuno,  Colif.  VORTAC 

124 

071/251  to  Fortune 

18000 

Fortuno,  Colif.  VORTAC 

187 

.  76 

Fortune 

057/237  to  COP 

18000 

Liked,  Colif.  W/P 

060/240  to  Liked 

Liked,  Colif.  W/P 

116 

61_- 

Liked 

060/240  to  COP 

21000 

Coles,  Nev.  W/P 

062/242  to  Coles 

Coles.  Nev.  W/P 

147 

60 

Coles 

062/242  to  COP 

18000 

Dello.  Nev.  W/P 

065/245  to  Delia 

Dello.  Nev.  W/P 

88  ' 

23 

Delia 

065/245  to  COP 

18000 

Molod  City,  Ido.  VORTAC 

067/247  to  Molod  City 

Molod  City,  Ido.  VORTAC 

188 

118 

Molod  City 

068/248  to  COP 

22000 

Split,  Wyo.  W/P 

071/251  to  Split 

MAA 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 

45000 
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Split,  Wyo.  W/P 

211 

90 

Split 

071/251  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Otsie,  Nebr.  W/P 

078/258  to  Otsie 

Otsie,  Nebr.  W/P 

225 

120 

Otsie 

078/258  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Dries,  Nebr.  W/P 

084/264  to  Dries 

Dries,  Nebr  .W/P 

209 

104 

Dries 

077/257  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Komro,  Iowa  W/P 

083/263  to  Kamra 

Kamra,  Iowa  W/P 

148 

74 

Kamra 

083/263  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Scale,  III.  W/P 

086/266  to  Scale 

Scale,  III.  W/P 

89 

45 

Scale 

085/265  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Stock,  III.  W/P 

090/270  to  Stock 

J896R  is  amended  to  delete: 

Peotone,  III.  W/P 

Tippy,  Ind.  W/P 

82.4 

096/276  to  Tippy 

18000 

45000 

Tippy,  Ind.  W/P 

101.3 

50.7 

Tippy 

117/297  to  COP  , 

18000 

45000 

Rosewood,  Ohio  VORTAC 

4041 .58N 

85^0.29W 

121/301  to  Rosewood 

Rosewood,  Ohio  VORTAC 

148.2 

74.1 

Rosewood 

089/269  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Conic,  Ohio  W/P 

40-18-55N 

82-25-46W 

094/274  to  Conic 

Conic,  Ohio  W/P 

174.3 

87.1 

Conic 

-  094/274  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Harrisburg,  Pa.  W/P 

40-1 747N 

78-55-05W 

100/280  to  Harrisburg 

Harrisburg,  Pa.  W/P 
Bucks,  Pa.  W/P 

60.5 

107/287  to  Bucks 

18000 

45000 
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CHANGEOVER  POINT 


TOTAL 

DISTANCE 

FROM 

FROM/TO  DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

Nopo,  Calif.  W/P 

115.1 

57.5 

Napa 

343/163  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Hilly,  Calif.  W/P 

342/162  to  Hilly 

Hilly,  Calif.  W/P 

141.3 

80.6 

Hilly 

342/162  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Hyatt,  Ore.  W/P 

341/161  to  Hyatt 

Hyatt,  Ore.  W/P 

197.5 

87.4 

Hyott 

341/161  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Yacht,  Wash.  W/P 

* 

339/159  to  Yacht 

Yacht,  Wash.  W/P 

Summa,  Wash.  W/P 

86.3 

339/159  to  Summa 

18000 

45000 

J903R  is  omended  to  delete: 
Seal  Beach,  Calif.  W/P 

209.2 

104.5 

Seal  Beach 

079/259  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Koffa,  Ariz.  W/P 

33-40-02N 

115-58-05W 

081/261  to  Koffa 

Koffa,  Ariz.  W/P 

176.1 

73.0 

Koffa 

103/283  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Tucson,  Ariz.  W/P 

32-56-54N 

112-36-16W 

105/285  to  T ucson 

J906R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Los  Angeles,  Colif.  • 
VORTAC 

Hector,  Calif.  W/P 

111 

047/'^227  to  Hector 

18000 

45000 

Hector,  Calif.  W/P 

73 

023/203  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Mesic,  Colif.  W/P 

025/205  to  Mesic 

Mesic,  Calif.  W/P 

151 

101 

Mesic 

025/205  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Adapt,  Nev.  W/P 

024/''204  to  Adopt 

Adapt,  Nev.  W/P 

131 

50 

Adopt 

009/189  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Fools,  Utoh  W/P 

010/190  to  Fools 

Fools,  Utoh  W/P 

96 

350/^70  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Ogden,  Utoh  W/P 

349/^69  to  Oqden 

J907R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Humble,  Tex.  W/P 

124 

62 

Humble 

274/094  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Austin,  Tex.  W/P 

268/088  to  Austin 

Austin,  Tex.  W/P 

111.1 

55.6 

Austin 

269/089  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Junction,  Tex.  W/P 

30-27- ION 

98-45-26W 

268/088  to  Junction 

Junction,  Tex.  W/P 

164.6 

104.6 

Junction 

268/088  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Ft.  Stockton,  Tex.  W/P 

3049-54N 

10149.17W 

266/086  to  Ft.  Stockton 

Ft.  Stockton,  Tex.  W/P 
Toyoh,  Tex.  W/P 

65.0 

291/111  to  Toyoh 

18000 

45000 

Toyoh,  Tex.  W/P 

150.5 

75.3 

Toyoh 

277/097  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Orgon,  N.M.  W/P 

31-52-04N 

105-21.24W 

273/093  to  Organ 

Organ,  N.M.  W/P 

150.9 

75.4 

Organ 

261/081  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Wycox,  Ariz.  W/P 

261/081  to  Wycox 
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FROM/TO  DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

Wycox,  Aril.  W/P 

93.2 

46.6 

Wycox 

272/092  to  COP 

18000 

‘45000 

Elope,  Ariz.  W/P 

- 

269/089  to  Elope 

Elope,  Ariz.  W/P 

123.3 

80.0 

Elope 

284/104  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Brent,  Ariz.  W/P 

33-23-52N 

113-01-02W 

283/103  to  Brent 

Brent,  Ariz.  W/P 

149.1 

74.5 

Brent 

264/084  to  COP 

18000  ■ 

45000 

Beaut,  Col  if.  W/P 

33-55-22N 

115-15-22W 

263/083  to  Beaut 

J912R  is  offlended  to  delete: 

' 

DollaS'Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

164 

114 

Dallas-Fort  Worth 

027/207'to  COP 

18000 

45000 

W/P 

Stick,  Oklo.  W/P 

027/207  to  Stick 

Stick,  Oklo.  W/P 

160.3 

110.3 

Stick 

024/204  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Springfield,  Mo.  W/P 

36-39-29N 

93-54-1 2W 

026/206  to  Soringfield 

Springfield.  Mo.  W/P 

261.6 

110.0 

Springfield 

032/212  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Peony,  III.  W/P 

38-45-49N 

91-50-36W 

038/218  to  Peony 

Peony,  III.  W/P 

81.6 

40.7 

Peony 

045/225  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Joliet.  III.  VORTAC 

41-06-37N 

89-00-33W 

047/227  to  Joliet 

Joliet.  III.  VORTAC 

Wrens,  III.  W/P 

16.0 

006/186  to  Wrens 

18000 

45000 

J914R  is  omended  to  delete: 
DolloS'Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

154 

104/284  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

VORTAC 

Tenno,  Tex.  W/P 

107/287  to  Tenno 

Tenno,  Tex.  W/P 

96.7 

48.4 

Tenna 

106/286  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Alexandria,  Lo.  VORTAC 

31.34.19N 

93-22-06W 

105/285  to  Alexandria 

Alexandria,  La.  VORTAC 

141.1 

70.5 

Alexandria 

114/294  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

New  Orleans,  La.  VO*^TAC 

30.35.57N 

91-14.18W 

115/295  to  New  Orleans 

J917R  is  omended  to  delete: 

Logan,  Calif.  W/P 

92.6 

18000 

45000 

Easta,  Col  if.  W/P 

145.8 

80.0 

Easta 

085/262  tp  COP 

18000 

45000 

Eosta,  Calif.  W/P 

082/262  to  Easta 

Wildy,  Calif.  W/P 

36.31-47N 

118-1 1-49W 

085/265  to  Wildy 

Wildy,  Calif.  W/P 

Boulder  City,  Nev.  W/P 

36-09.56N 

115-51-36W 

086/266  to  Boulder  City 

Boulder  City,  Nev.  W/P 

125.8 

62.9 

Boulder  City 

llV295toCOP 

18000 

45000 

Syemo,  Ariz.  W/P 

115/295  to  Syemo 

Syemo,  Ariz.  W/P 

88.1 

35.0 

Syemo 

128/308  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Phoenix,  Ariz.  VORTAC 

34-09-04N 

112-30-33W 

130/310  to  Phoenix 
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J918R  is  amended  to  delete: 

Humble,  Tex,  W/P 

149 

75 

Humble 

082/262  to  COP  18000 

45000 

Guest,  Lo.  W/P 

082/262  to  Guest 

Guest,  La.  W/P 

120.3 

60.1 

Guest 

082/262  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

New  Orleons,  La.  VORTAC 

•  30-01-53N 

91-19-38W 

084./^64  to  New  Orleans 

J919R  is  amended  to  delete: 

El  Poso,  Tex.  VORTAC 

177.5 

80.0 

El  Poso 

094/274  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Fort  Stockton,  Tex.  W/P 

097/277  to  Fort  Stockton 

Fort  Stockton,  Tex.  W/P 

161.7 

65.0 

Fort  Stockton 

096/276  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Telia,  Tex.  W/P 

099/279  to  Telia 

Telia,  Tex.  W/P 

85.4 

42.7 

Telia 

099/279  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Son  Antonio,  Tex.  W/P 

101/281  to  Son  Antonio 

J920R  is  amended  to  delete: 

- 

Krums,  Mont.  W/P 

Mille,  Mont.  W/P 

142 

196/016  to  Mille  W/P 

21000 

45000 

Mi  lie,  Mont.  W/P 

110.6 

35.0 

Mille 

168/348  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Jeffe,  Mont,  W/P 

166/346  to  JeHe 

Jeffe,  Mont.  W/P 

68.3 

25.0 

Jeffe 

166/346  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Chess,  Ido.  W/P 

167/347  to  Chess 

Chess,  Ido.  W/P 

170.9 

50.C 

Chess 

167/347  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Ogden,  Ut  oh  W/P 

167/347  to  Ogden 

J924R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Avenol,  Calif.  W/P 

228.5 

185.0 

Avenol 

336/156  to  COP 

20000 

45000 

Washy,  Calif.  W/P 

38-42-14N 

120-31-07W 

334/154  to  Washy 

Wo  shy,  Calif.  W/P 

181.2 

50.0 

Woshy 

334/154  to  COP 

20000 

45000 

Quart,  Ore.  W/P 

40-14-54N 

120-48-31W 

333/153  to  Quort 

Quart,  Ore.  W/P 

290.0 

125.0 

Quort 

333/153  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Summo,  Wash.  W/P 

44-28-1 7N 

121-40-47W 

329/149  to  Summo 

J929R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Breme,  Go.  W/P 

197 

145 

Breme 

244/064  to  COP  ' 

18000 

45000 

Meridian,  Miss.  W/P 

240/060  to  Meridian 

Meridian,  Miss.  W/P 

255.7 

150.0 

Meridian 

243/063  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Burke,  Lo.  W/P 

31-25-32N 

91-31-15W 

239/059  to  Burke 

Burke,  La.  W/P 

111 

56 

Burke 

239/059  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Humble,  Tex.  W/P 

240/060  to  Humble 

J932R  is  amended  to  delete: 
New  Orleans,  La.  VORTAC 

148.3 

74.2 

New  Orleons 

355/175  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Jackson,  Miss.  W/P 

31-16^9N 

90-10-20W 

356/176  to  Jackson 

Jackson,  Miss.  W/P 

146 

99 

Jackson 

000/180  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Surry,  Miss.  W/P 

000,^  80  to  Surry 
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MEA 

MAA 

J933R  is  omended  to  delete: 

Wichita  Foils,  Tex. 

59 

18000 

45000- 

VORTAC 

Crows,  Tex.  W/P 

269/089  to  Crows 

&OWS,  Tex.  W/P 

154 

48 

Crows 

269/089  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Texico,  N.M.  VORTAC 

266/086  to  Texico 

Texico,  NJA.  VORTAC  * 

117.3 

58.6 

Texico 

26^083  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Vault,  N.M.  W/P 

34-33-46N 

104-01 -06W 

260/080  to  Vault 

Vault,  N>A.  W/P 

195.5 

'  80.5 

Vault 

260/  080  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Terra,  Ariz.  W/P 

34-4045N 

106-49-30W 

257/077  to  Terra 

Terro,  Arii.  W/P 

82.6 

18000 

45000 

Manio,  Arii.  W/P 

260/080  to  Mania 

Mania,  Arii.  W/P 

85.4 

20.0 

Mania 

263/083  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Drake,  Ariz.  W/P 

34.5045N 

111.13-06W 

261/081  to  Drake 

Drake,  Ariz.  W/P 

114 

57 

Drake 

244/064  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

aubs,  Calif.  W/P 

242/062  to  Chubs 

aubs,  Calif.  W/P 

125 

90  ^ 

Chubs 

242/062  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Morro,  Col  if.  W/P 

241/061  to  Morro 

J934R  is  amended  to  delete: 

DallaS'Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

154 

067/247  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

VORTAC 

Texarkana,  Ark.  W/P 

067/^247  to  Texorkono 

T  exarkana.  Ark.  W/P 

196.9 

98.4 

T  exarkana 

082/262  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Money,  Miss.  W/P 

33-31-57N 

92-0640W 

086/266  to  Money 

Money,  Miss.  W/P 

82.1 

18000 

45000 

Bigbee,  Miss.  W/P 

086/266  ^0  Bigbee 

Bigbee,  Miss. 

81.7 

25 

Bigbee 

078/258  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Vulcan,  Ala. 

080/260  to  Vuz 

Vulcan,  Ala.  W/P 

93.7 

46.8 

Vulcan 

069/249  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Rome,  Go.  W/P 

068/248  to  Rome 

J937R  is  emended  to  delete: 

Alcoo,  Calif.  W/P 

139 

28000 

45000 

Sowed,  Col  if.  W/P 

_ 

053/233  to  Sowed 

Sawed,  Calif.  W/P 

169 

119 

Sawed 

052/232  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Reno,  Nev.  VORT  AC 

055/235  to  Reno 

Reno,  Nev.  VORTAC 

138 

69 

Reno 

057/237  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Tenbo,  Nev.  W/P 

058/238  to  Tenbo 

Tenbo,  Nev.  W/P 

143 

72 

Tenbo 

056/236  to  COP 

18000, 

45000 

Bonneville,  Utah  VORTAC 

059/239  to  Bonneville 

Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46.  No.  247  /  Thursday,  December  24. 1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations  62421 


CHANGEOVER  POINT 
TOTAL  DISTANCE  FROM 


FROM/TO  -  DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 
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Bonneville,  Utah  VORTAC 
Woods,  Utoh  W/P 

77 

38 

Bonneville 

062/242  to  COP 
061/241  to  Woods 

18000 

45000 

Woods,  Utoh  W/P 

Queen,  Wyo.  W/P 

144 

72 

Woods 

061/241  to  COP 
064/244  to  Queen 

18000 

45000 

Queen,  Wyo.  W/P 

Slote,  Wyo.  W/P 

186 

93 

Queen 

064/244  to  COP 
070/250  to  Slote 

19000 

45000 

Slote,  Wyo.  W/P 

Berea,  Nebr.  W/P 

80 

40 

Slate 

.  070/250  to  COP 
071/251  to  Berea 

18000 

45000 

Berea,  Nebr.  W/P 

Dries,  Nebr.  W/P 

210 

99 

Berea 

071/251  to  COP 
077/257  to  Dries 

18000 

45000 

Dries,  Nebr.  W/P 

Komro,  Iowa  W/P 

209 

104 

Dries 

077/257  to  COP 
083/263  to  Komro 

18000 

45000 

Komro,  Iowa  W/P 

Scole,  III.  W/P 

148 

74 

Komro 

083/263  to  COP 
086/266  to  Scale 

18000 

45000 

Stole,  III.  W/P 

Stock,  III.  W/P 

89 

45 

Scale 

085/265  to  COP 
090/270  to  Stock 

18000 

45000 

J938R  is  omended  to  delete: 
Morri,  III.  W/P 

Elber,  lowo  W/P 

111 

56 

Morri 

270/090  to  COP 
269/089  to  Elber 

18000 

45000 

Elber,  lowo  W/P 

Utero,  lowo  W/P 

156 

54 

Elber 

269/089  to  COP 
261/081  to  Utero 

18000 

45000 

Utero,  lowo  W/P 

Cumin,  Nebr.  W/P 

118 

59 

Utero 

262/082  to  COP 
258/078  to  Cumin 

18000 

45000 

Cumin,  Nebr.  W/P 

Anglo,  Nebr.  W/P 

210 

105 

Cumin 

258/078  to  COP 
252/072  to  Anqlo 

18000 

45000 

Anglo,  Nebr.  W/P 

Borax,  Wyo.  V/P 

80 

40 

Anglo 

252/072  to  COP 
251/071  to  Borax 

18000 

45000 

Borox,  Wyo.  W/P 

Veron,  Wyo*  W/P 

187 

94 

Borox 

251/071  to  COP 
246/066  to  Veron 

20000 

45000 

Vero»,  Wyo.  W/P 
f^no,  Utah  W/P 

144 

110 

Veron 

246/066  to  COP 
~  r  244/064  to  Mogno 

18000 

45000 

Mogno,  Utah  W/P 

Aries,  Utah  W/P 

76 

38 

Mogno 

244/064  to  COP 
241/061  to  Aries 

18000 

45000 

Aries,  Utah  W/P 

Tenbo,  Nev.  W/P 

143 

72 

Aries 

241/061  to  COP 
238/058  to  Tenbo 

18000 

45000 

Tenbo,  Nev.  W/P 

138 

69 

Tenbo 

238/058  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Reno,  Nev.  W/P  237/057  to  Reno 
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Reno,  Nev.  W/P 

Napa,  Calif.  W/P 

151 

50 

Reno 

220/040  to  COP 
218/038  to  Napa 

20000 

45000 

Napa,  Calif.  W/P 

Palis,  Calif.  W/P 

64 

219/039  to  Polis 

18000 

45000 

Polis,  Calif.  W/P 

Bebop,  Col  if.  W/P 

.  80 

226/046  to  COP 
228/048  to  Arose 

18000 

45000 

J939R  is  amended  to  delete: 

Morri,  III.  W/P  111 

Elber,  III.  W/P 

56 

Morri 

270/090  to  COP 
269/089  to  Elber 

18000 

45000 

Elber,  lowo  W/P 

Corey,  lowo  W/P 

93 

50 

Elber 

306/126  to  COP 
300/120  to  Corey 

18000 

45000 

Corey,  Iowa  W/P 

Heidy,  Minn.  W/P 

114 

57 

Corey 

300/120  to  COP 
297/117  to  Heidv 

18000 

45000 

Heidy,  Minn.  W/P 

Turts,  S.D.  W/P 

121 

60 

Heidy 

280/100  to  COP 
278/098  to  Torts 

18000 

45000 

Torts,  S.D.  W/P 

Revas,  S.D.  W/P 

201 

100 

Turts 

278/098  to  COP 
271/091  to  Revas 

18000 

45000 

Revos,  S.D.  W/P 

Klein,  Mont.  W/P 

224 

106 

Revas 

271/091  to  COP 
263/083  to  Klein 

18000 

45000 

Klein,  Mont.  W/P 

Holte,  Mont.  W/P 

145 

85 

Klein 

263/083  to  COP 
259/079  to  Holte 

18000 

45000 

Holte,  Mont.  W/P 

Avery,  Ida.  W/P 

157 

70 

Holte 

259/079  to  COP 
256/076  to  Avery 

18000 

45000 

Avery,  Ida.  W/P 

Amber,  Wash.  W/P 

81 

40 

Avery 

256/076  to  COP 
253/073  to  Amber 

18000 

45000 

Amber,  Wosh.  W/P 
Seottle,  Wosh.  VORTAC 

190 

95 

Amber 

253/073  to  COP 
249/069  to  Seattle 

18000 

45000 

J940R  is  amended  to  delete: 

Seottle,  Wash.  VORTAC  190 

Amber,  Wosh.  W/P 

95 

Seattle 

069/249  to  COP 
073/253  to  Amber 

18000 

45000 

Amber,  Wash.  W/P 
Avery,  Ida.  W/P 

81 

41 

Amber 

073/253  to  COP 
076/256  to  Avery 

18000 

45000 

Avery,  Ido.  W/P 

Holte,  Mont.  W/P 

157 

87 

Avery 

076/256  to  COP 
079/259  to  Holte 

18000 

45000 

Holte,  Mont.  W/P 

Klein,  Mont.  W/P 

145 

60 

Holte 

079/259  to  COP 
083/263  to  Klein 

18000 

45000 

Klein,  Mont.  W/P 

Revas,  S.D.  W/P 

224 

118 

Klein 

083/263  to  COP 
091/271  to  Revas 

18000 

45000 
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Revos,  S.D.  W/P 

Turts,  S.D.  W/P 

201 

101 

Revas 

091/271  to  COP 

098/278  to  Turts 

18000 

45000 

Torts,  S.D.  W/P 

Heidy,  Minn.  W/P 

121 

61 

Turts 

098/278  to  COP 

100/280  to  Heidy 

18000 

45000 

Heidy,  Minn.  W/P 

Oroto,  Iowa  W/P 

130 

65 

Heidy 

097/277  to  COP 

103/283  to  Oroto 

18000 

45000 

Orato,  Iowa  W/P 

Stock,  III.  W/P 

220 

114 

Orato 

100/280  to  COP 

107/287  to  Stock 

18000 

45000 

J941R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Dollos-Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
VORTAC 

Bridgeport,  Tex.  W/P 

44 

-  .. 

293/113  to  COP 

292/112  to  Bridgeport 

18000 

45000 

Bridgeport,  Tex.  W/P 

Gows,  Tex.  W/P 

114 

33 

Bridgeport 

290/110  to  COP 

289/109  to  Gows 

18000 

45000 

Gows,  Tex.  W/P 

Texico,  N.M.  VORTAC 

154 

48 

Gows 

269/  089  to  COP 

266/086  to  Texico 

18000 

45000 

Texico,  N.M.  VORTAC 
Polmo,  N.M.  W/P 

125 

30 

Texica 

272/092  to  COP 

268/088  to  Polmo 

18000 

45000 

Polmo,  N.M.  W/P 

Volco,  N.M.  W/P 

68 

34 

Polmo 

268/088  to  COP 

267/087  to  Volco 

18000 

45000 

Volco,  N.M.  W/P 

Defer,  M.M.  W/P 

125 

62 

Volco 

267/087  to  COP 

265/085  to  Defer 

18000 

45000 

Defer,  N.M.  W/P 

Fourr,  Ariz.  W/P 

108 

54  • 

Defer 

265/085  to  COP 

262/082  to  Fourr 

18000 

45000 

Fourr,  Arjz.  W/P 

Boulder  City,  Nev.  VORTAC 

m 

86 

Fourr 

262/082  to  COP 

260/'080  to  Boulder  City 

18000 

45000 

i945R  is  amended  to  deleter 
Gmel,  Ariz.  W/P  ' 

Dodie,  Nev.  W/P 

172.1 

86.1 

35-3743N 

Camel 

112-55-41W 

242/ 062  to  COP 

240/060  to  Dodie 

18000 

45000 

Dodie,  Nev.  W/P 

Palmdale,  Calif.  VORTAC 

174.1 

78.8 

35^241N 

Dodie 

116-11-48W 

242-D62  to  COP 

239/059  to  Palmdole 

18000 

45000 

Palmdale,  Calif.  VORTAC 
Santa  Barbara,  Calif. 
VORTAC 

85.0 

42.5 

34-34-26N 

Palmdole 

118.55-05W 

251/071  to  COP  18000 

249/069  to  Santa  Barbara 

45000 

Santa  Barbara,  Calif 
VORTAC 

Dinty,  Calif.  W/P 

153.2 

231/051  to  Dinty 

18000 

45000 
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J948R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Kenna,  Lo.  W  P 

Monza,  Lo.  W/P 

42.0 

21.0 

30-14-54N 

Kenna 

90-31 -03W 

313/133  to  COP 

313/133  to  Monza 

18000 

45000 

Monza,  La.  W/P 

Dixie,  La.  W/P 

205.6 

85.0 

31 -26-1 8N 

Monza 

92-02-04W 

305/125  to  COP 

303/123  to  Dixie 

18000 

45000 

Dixie,  La.  W/P 

Dibbs,  Okla.  W/P 

234.6 

112.0 

33-54-30N 

Dixie 

95-34-49W 

303/123  to  COP 

298/118  to  Dibbs 

18000 

45000 

J949R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Kayes,  Okla.  W/P 
DallaS'Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
VORTAC 

150 

156/336  to  COP 

158/338  to  Dallas-Fort 

Worth 

18000 

45000 

Dallas-Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
VORTAC 

Novasoto,  Tex.  W/P 

162  - 

154/334  to  COP 

154/334  to  Navasota 

18000 

45000 

J952R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Coyle,  N.J.  VORTAC 
Gordonsville,  Vo.  W/** 

205.0 

249  '069  to  COP 

244/064  to  Gordonsville 

18000 

45000 

Gordonsviile,  Va.  W/P 
Coppa,  Va.  W/P 

135.0 

67.5 

37-26-58N 

Gordonsville 

79-22-51W 

247/067  to  COP 

242/062  to  Coppa 

18000 

45000 

Coppa,  Va.  W/P 

Beech,  N.C.  W/P 

86 

43 

Coppa 

241/061  to  COP 

238/059  to  Beech 

18000 

45000 

Beech,  N.C.  W/P 

Trion,  Go.  W/P 

183 

105 

Beech 

241/061  to  COP 

236/056  to  Trion 

18000 

45000 

Trion,  Go.  W/P 

Irony,  Ala.  W/P 

120.2 

60.1 

Trion 

236/056  to  COP 
233/053  to  Irony 

18000 

45000 

Irony,  Ala.  W/P 

Meridian,  Miss.  W/P 

98.0 

49.0 

32-51 -14N 

Irony 

88-01 -02W 

233/053  to  COP 

229/049  to  Meridian 

18000 

45000 

Meridian,  Miss.  W/P 

Borke,  La.  W/P 

255.7 

150.0 

31-25-32N 

Meridian 

91 -31-1 5W 

243/063  to  COP 
239/059  to  Burke 

18000 

45000 

Burke,  Lo.  W/P 

Humble,  Tex.  W/P 

111 

56 

Burke 

239/059  to  COP 

240/060  to  Humble 

18000 

45000 

J9S3R  is  amended  to  delete; 
New  Orleans,  La.  VORTAC 
Monroeville,  Ala.  W/P 

169.0 

120.0 

31-03-03N 

New  Orleans 
88-1 043W 

053/233  to  COP 
058/238  to  Monroeville 

18000 

45000 

Monroeville,  Ala.  W/P 
Montgomery,  Ala.  VORTAC 

69.8 

' 

046 ' 226  to  Montgomery 

18000 

45000 

Montgomery,  Ala.  W/P 

Stone,  Go.  W/P 

144 

72 

Montgomery 

050/230  to  COP 
054/234  to  Stone 

18000 

45000 
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Stone,  Go.  W/P 

Groms,  S.  C.  W/P 

123 

62 

Stone 

049/229  to  COP 

054/234  to  Grams 

18000 

45000 

Groms,  S.C.  W/P 

Semol,  N.C.  W/P 

160 

80 

Groms 

056/236  to  COP 

058/238  to  Semol 

18000 

45000 

Semol,  N.C.  W/  P 

Atlantic  City,  N.  J.  W/P 

288 

105 

Semol 

055/235  to  COP 

061/241  to  Atlontic  City 

18000 

45000 

J957R  is  omendedto  delete: 
Simon,  Fla.  W/P 

Baggy,  S.C.  W/P 

123 

66 

Simon 

020/200  to  COP 

023/203  to  Boggy 

18000 

45000 

Baggy,  S.C.  W/P 

Florence,  S.C.  W/P 

105 

53 

Baggy 

024/204  to  COP 

026/206  to  Florence 

18000 

45000 

Florence,  S.C.  W/P 
Richmond,  Vo.  W/P 

227 

83 

Florence 

033/213  to  COP 

037/217  to  Richmond 

18000 

45000 

Richmond,  Vo.  W/P 

Marby,  Md.  W/P 

61 

015/195  to  Marby 

18000 

45000 

J958R  is  a  mended  fo  delete; 
Brooke,  Va.  W/P 

Flat  Rock,  Va.  W/P 

53 

211/031  to  Flat  Rock 

18000 

45000 

Flat  Rock,  Va.  W/P 

Soche,  S.C.  W/P 

198 

99 

Flot  Rock 

215/035  to  COP 

211/031  Soche 

18000 

45000 

Soche,  S.C.  W/P 

Rites,  S.C.  W/P 

118.6 

59.3 

33-42.18N 

Soche 

80-11-31W 

205/025  to  COP 

204/024  to  Rites 

18000 

45000 

Rites,  S.C.  W/P 

Chest,  Go.  W/P 

122 

61 

Rites 

203/023  to  COP 

201/021  to  Chest 

18000 

45000 

J959R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Andre,  Flo.  W/P 

Ponte,  Fla.  W/P 

249 

175 

Andre 

347/167  to  COP 

346/166  to  Ponte 

18000 

45000 

Ponte,  Flo.  W/P 

Augusta,  Go.  W/P 

204 

150 

Ponte 

349/169  to  COP 

351/171  to  Augusta 

18000 

45000 

Augusta,  Go.  W/P 

Rader,  Tenn.  W/P 

160 

80 

Augusta 

348/168  to  COP 
345/165  to  Rader 

18000 

45000 

Rader,  Tenn.  W/P 

Miner,  Ky.  W/P 

162 

81 

Rader 

345/165  to  COP 
342/162  to  Miner 

18000 

45000 

Miner,  Ky.  W/P 

Dayton,  Ohio  W/P 

82 

41 

Miner 

342/162  to  COP 
343/163  to  Dayton 

18000 

45000 

/ 
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Dayton,  Ohio  W/P 

Milan,  Mich.  W/P 

125 

013/193  to  Milan 

18000 

45000 

J961R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Dinty,  Col  if.  W/P 

Santa  Barbara,  Calif. 
VORTAC 

153.2 

18000 

051/231  to  Santa  Barbara 

45000 

Santa  Barbara,  Calif. 
VORTAC 

Palmdale,  Calif.  VORTAC 

85.0 

42.5 

34-34.26N 

Santa  Barbara 

118-55-05W 

069/249  to  COP 

071/251  to  Palmdale 

18000 

45000 

Palmdale,  Calif.  VORTAC 
Rabbi,  Calif.  W/P 

46.4 

23.2 

34-41 -04N 

Palmdale 

117-35-54W 

067/247  to  COP 
068/248  to  Rabbi 

18000 

45000 

Robbi,  Calif.  W/P 

Sanup,  Ariz.  W/P 

181.2 

82.0 

35-22-51N 

Rabbi 

115-39-54W 

047/227  to  COP 
049/229  to  Sanup 

18000 

45000 

Sanup,  Ariz.  W/P 

Paria,  Ariz.  W/P 

103.8 

51.9 

36-31 -16N 

Sanup 

112-53-52W 

049  to  COP 

049/229  to  Paria 

18000 

45000 

J964R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Coaldale,  Nev.  VORTAC 
Bucko,  Calif.  W/P 

107.8 

55.0 

37-50-17N 

Coaldale 

118-54-33W 

243/063  to  COP 
242/062  to  Bucko 

18000 

45000 

Bucko,  Calif.  W/P 

Merle,  Calif.  W/P 

137 

246/066  to  COP 
244/064  to  Merle 

18000 

45000 

Merle,  Colif.  W/P 

Bebop,  Calif.  W/P 

106 

243/063  to  Arose 

18000 

45000 

J966R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Alcoa,  Calif.  W/P 

Palis,  Calif.  W/P 

112 

080/260  to  Palis 

28000 

45000 

Palis,  Calif.  W/P 

Mayon,  Calif.  W/P 

101.7 

50.8 

37-48-18N 

Palis 

122-27-53W 

058/238  to  COP 
060/240  to  Mayan 

18000 

45000 

Mayan,  Calif.  W/P 

Mina,  Nev.  W/P 

163.6 

98.6 

38-21-16N 

Mayan 

119-22.36W 

060/240  to  COP 
062/242  to  Mina 

18000 

45000 

J967R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Clukk,  Calif.  W/P  " 

Merle,  Calif.  W/P 

122 

036/216  to  Merle 

29000 

45000 

Merle,  Calif.  W/P 

Stani,  Calif.  W/P 

98 

1 

058/238  to  COP 
058/238  to  Stani 

18000 

,45000 

Stani,  Calif.  W/P 

Mina,  Nev.  W/P 

142.1 

85.0 

38-15-22N 

Stani 

119-10.38W 

053/233  to  COP 
055/235  to  Mina 

18000 

45000 
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CHANGEOVER  POINT 


TOTAL 

FROM/TO  DISTANCE 

DISTANCE  FROM 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

J974R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Front  Royal,  Vo.  W/P 
Henderson.  W.Vo.  W/P 

180 

80 

Front  Royal 

271/091  to  COP 
266/066  to  Henderson 

18000 

45000 

Henderson,  W.Vo.  W/P 

Miner,  Ky.  W/P 

88 

44 

Henderson 

272/092  to  COP 
266/086  to  Miner 

18000 

45000 

Miner,  Ky.  W/P 

Morin,  III.  W/P 

280 

172 

Miner 

270/090  to  COP 
265/085  to  Marin 

18000 

45000 

Morin,  III.  W/P 

Hawks,  Mo.  W/P 

50 

25 

Marin 

264/084  to  COP 
264^084  to  Hawk 

18000 

45000 

Hawks,  Mo.  W/P 

Tight,  Mo.  W/P 

126 

63 

Hawks 

257/077  to  COP 
253/073  to  Tight 

18000 

45000 

Tight,  Mo.  W/P 

Wichita,  Kans.  W/P 

188 

94 

Tight 

253/073  to  COP 
248/068  to  Wichita 

18000 

45000 

Wichita,  Kans.  W/P 

Larch,  Kans.  W/P 

149 

70 

Wichita 

249/069  to  COP 
245/065  to  Lorch 

18000 

45000 

Larch,  Kans.  W/P 

Sofia,  N.M.  W/P 

176 

98 

Larch 

245/065  to  COP 
243/063  to  Sofia 

18000 

45000 

Sofia,  N.M.  W/P 

Sprin,  N.M.  W/P 

38 

19 

Sofia 

243/063  to  COP 
241/061  to  Sprin 

18000 

45000 

Sprin,  N.M.  W/P 

Defer,  N.M.  W/T» 

219 

109 

Sprin 

245/065  to  COP 
242/062  to  Defer 

22000 

45000 

Defer,  N.M.  W/P 

Drake,  Ariz.  W/P 

168 

84 

Defer 

247/067  to  COP 
246/066  to  Drake 

18000 

45000 

Drake,  Ariz.  W/P 
aubs,  Calif.  W/P 

114 

57 

Drake 

244/064  to  COP 
241^062  to  Chubs 

18000 

45000 

Chubs,  Calif.  W/P 

Morro,  Calif.  W/P 

125 

90 

Chubs 

242/062  to  COP 
241/061  to  Morro 

18000 

45000 

'J976R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Both s,  Wash.  W/P 

Coule,  Wash.  W/P 

108.9 

54.4 

47-42-19N 

Boths 

120-44-32W 

069/249  to  COP 
072/252  to  Coule 

18000 

45000 

Coole,  Wash.  W/P 

Mullan  Pass,  Ida.  VORTAC 

152 

72 

Coule 

072/252  to  COP  18000 

076/256  to  Mullan  Pass 

45000 

Mullan  Pass,  Ida.  VORTAC 
Edens,  Mont.  W/P 

172.2 

86.1 

47-25-48N 

Mullan  Pass 
113-31-53W 

070/250  to  COP 
075/255  to  Edens 

18000 

45000 

Edens,  Mont.  W/P 

Moult,  Mont.  W/P 

75.4 

37.7 

47-19-21N 

Edens 

110-29.56W 

075/255  to  COP 
077/257  to  Moult 

18000 

45000 
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TOTAL 

FROM/TO  DISTANCE 

changeover  point 

DISTANCE  FROM 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

Moult,  Mont  W/P 

Brock,  Mont.  W/P 

47-09-02N 

107-42-1 7W 

082/262  to  Brock 

Brock,  Mont.  W/P 

Lorks,  N.D.  W/P 

188.2 

94.1 

4^-46-13N 

Brock 

103-34-41W 

082/262  to  COP 
087/267  to  Lorks 

18000 

45000 

Lorks,  N.D.  W/P 

Oakes,  N.D.  W/P 

134.9 

67.4 

46-1^33N 

Larks 

99-44-44W 

087/267  to  COP 
093/273  to  Ookes 

18000 

45000 

Ookes,  N.D.  W/P 
Minneapolis,  Mina.  VORTAC 

208.9 

104.4 

45-36-56N 

Ookes 

9545-04W 

093/273  to  COP 
101/281  to  Minneapoli 

18000 

s 

45000 

J981R  is  omended  to  delete: 
Porker,  Calif.  W/P 

Prescott,  Aril.  W/P 

115 

95 

Parker 

056/236  to  COP 
059/239  to  Prescott 

18000 

45000 

Prescott,  Aril.  W/P 

Wells,  N>A.  W/P 

184 

50 

Prescott 

065/245  to  COP 
067/247  to  Wells 

18000 

45000 

Wells,  N.M.  W/P 

Moras,  N.M.  W/P 

175 

87 

Wells 

062/242  to  COP 
065/245  to  Moras  ^ 

22000 

45000 

Moras,  N.M.  W/P 

Canos,  Tex.  W/P 

173 

86 

Moras 

067/247  to  COP 
071/251  to  Cahas 

18000 

45000 

Conas,  Tex.  W/P 

Tangy,  Ok  la.  W/P 

91 

66 

Conas 

072/252  to  COP 
074/254  to  Tonqy 

18000 

45000 

Tqngy,  Okla.  W/P 

Irwin,  Mo.  W/P 

277 

177 

Tangy 

068/248  to  COP 
073/253  to  Irwin 

18000 

45000 

Irwin,  Mo.  W/P 

Sprot,  Mo.  W/P 

194 

97 

Irwin 

074/254  to  COP 
079/'259  to  Sprot 

18000 

45000 

Sprot,  Mo.  W/P 

Canto,  Ky.  W/P 

222 

111 

Sprot 

079/259  to  COP 
085/265  to  Conto 

18000 

45000 

Conto,  Ky.  W/P 

Renfo,  W.  Vo.  W/P 

198 

99 

Canto 

085/265  to  COP 
092/272  to  Renfo 

18000 

45000 

Renfo,  W.Vo.  W/P 
Dione.W.Va.W/P 

57 

087/267  to  Diane 

18000 

45000 

J983R  is  omended  to  delete: 
Wight,  Fla.  W/P 

Sarasota,  Fla.  W/P 

122.7 

72.7 

26-S4.30N 

Hight 

8147-49W 

307/127  to  COP 
305/125  to  Sarasota 

18000 

45000 

Sarasota,  Flo.  VORTAC 
Nepta,  Fla.  W/P 

279.8 

180.8 

28-12-15N 

Sarasota 

85-49-47W 

286/106  to  COP 
2B1/101  to  Nepta 

25000 

45000 

Nepto,  Flo.  W/P 

New  Orleans,  Lo.  VORTAC 

157.5 

30.0 

28-S3.06N 

Nepta 

88-07.1  IW 

301/121  to  COP  19000 

296/116  to  New  Orleans 

45000 
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CHANGEOVER  POINT 


TOTAL 

DISTANCE 

FROM 

FROM/TO  DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

J848R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Humble,  Tex.  W/P 

278 

139 

Humble 

092/272  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Leevilie,  La.  VORTAC 

095/275  to  Leeville 

Leeville,  La.  VORTAC 

133.9 

108.9 

Leeville  ^ 

098/278  to  COP 

19000 

45000 

Nepta,  Fla.  W/P 

28-43-lON 

88-06-04W 

103/283  to  Nepta 

Nepto,  Flo.  W/P 

279.8 

99.0 

Nepta 

101/281  to  COP 

25000 

45000 

Sordsoto,  Fla.  VORTAC 

28-12.15N 

85-4947W 

106/286  to  Sarasota 

Sorosoto,  Flo.  VORTAC 

106.4 

53.2 

Sarasota 

132/312  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Reply,  Fla.  W/P 

26-47-17N 

81-49-52W 

134/314  to  Reply 

J985R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Son  Antonio,  Tex.  W/P 

85.4 

4i7 

San  Antonio 

281/101  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Telia,  Tex.  W/P 

29-52-49N 

99-13-59W 

279/099  to  Telia 

Telia,  Tex.  W/P 

161.7 

96.7 

Telia 

279/099  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Ft.  Stockton,  Tex.  W/P 

30-37.24N 

10146.36W 

276/096  to  Ft.  Stockton 

Ft.  Stockton,  Tex.  W/P 
Toyoh,  Tex.  W/P 

65.0 

291/111  to  Toyoh 

18000 

45000 

Toyah,  Tex.  W/P 

150.5 

75.3 

Toyoh 

277/097  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Organ,  N.M.  W/P 

31-52^N 

105.21.24W 

273/093  to  Organ 

Organ,  N  JA.  W/P 

117.1 

58.5 

Organ 

275/095  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Shell,  Aril.  W/P 

32-31 -38N 

107-58-30W 

273/093  to  Shell 

Shell,  Ariz.  W/P 

146.2 

73.1 

Shell 

273/093  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Phoenix,  Ariz.  VORTAC 

33-07-23N 

110-28-56W 

270/090  to  Phoenix 

J990R  is  emended  to  delete: 
Bridgeport,  Tex.  W/P 

104.0 

52.0 

Bridgeport 

264/t)84  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Rocks,  Tex.  W/P 

33-16-39N 

9847-58W 

262/082  to  Rocks 

Rocks,  Tex.  W/P 

151.2 

99.8 

Rocks 

262/082  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Plain,  Tex.  W/P 

33-20-33N 

101-49.05W 

259/079  to  Plain 

Plain,  Tex.  W/P 

89.5 

44.7 

Plain 

259/079  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Roswell,  N.M.  VORTAC 

33-2046N 

10343-50W 

257/077  to  Roswell 

J993R  is  amended  to  delete: 
Roswell,  N.M.  VORTAC 
Truth  or  Consequences, 

133.8 

75.0 

Roswell . 

257/077  to  COP 

18000 

^^45000 

N.M.  W/P 

33-1 847N 

106-06.44W 

255/075  to  Truth  or 

Consequences 

Truth  or  Consequences, 

N.M.  W/P 

96.5 

25.0 

Truth  or 

. 

Consequences 

261/081  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Muley,  Ariz.  W/P 

33-18-25N 

107-46-35W 

258/078  to  Muley 

Muley,  Ariz.  W/P 

135.3  ' 

55.0 

Muley 

258/078  to  COP 

18000 

45000. 

Phoenix,  Ariz.  VORTAC 

33-23-56N 

110.17.27W 

257/077  - 
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CHANGEOVER  POINT 


FROM/TO 

TOTAL 

DISTANCE 

DISTANCE  FROM 

■  GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

Bound,  Md.  W/P 

Resco,  Vo.  W/P 

92 

' 

216/036  to  COP 

216/036  to  Resco 

18000 

4500B 

Resco,  Vo.  W/P 

Soffy,  N.C.W/P 

.179 

55 

Resco 

212/032  to  COP 

209/029  to  Surfy 

18000 

45000 

Sorfy,  N.C.  W/P 

A  zona,  S.C.  W/P 

103 

20 

Surfy 

191/011  to  COP 

188/008  to  Azono 

24000 

45000 

A  zona,  S.C.  W/P 

Gouge,  Flo.  W/P 

119 

104 

Azono 

189/009  to  COP 

186/006  to  Gouge 

24000 

45000 

Gouge,  Flo.  W/P 

Soils,  Flo.  W/P 

26 

187/007  to  Soils 

20000 

45000 

Soils,  Flo.  W/P 

Torpo,  Flo.  W/P 

128 

.  '64 

Soils 

200/020  to  COP 

200/020  to  T  orpo 

18000 

45000 

Torpo,  Flo.  W/P 

Pinks,  Flo.  W/P 

104 

52 

Torpo 

192/012  to  COP 

192/012  to  Pinks 

18000 

45000 

i994R  is  omended  to  delete: 

Bound,  Md.  W/P  92 

Resco,  Vo.  W/P 

216/036  to  COP 

216/036  to  Resco 

18000 

45000 

Resco,  Vo.  W/P 

Clork,  N.C.  W/P 

188 

94 

Resco 

228/048  to  COP 

225/045  to  Clark 

18000 

45000 

Clork,  N.C.  W/P 

Rites,  S.C.  W/P 

130 

225/045  to  COP 

222/042  to  Rites 

18000 

45000 

Rites,  S.C.  W/P 

Chest,  Go.  W/P 

122 

61 

Rites 

203/023  to  COP 

201/021  to  Chest 

18000 

4^00 

Chest,  Go.  W/P  *  26 

Jocksonville,  Flo.  VORTAC 

190/010  to  Jacksonville 

18000 

45009 

Jocksonville,  Flo.  VORTAC  115 
Orlando,  Flo.  VORTAC 

174/354  to  COP 
174/354  to  Orlando 

18000 

45000 

J995R  is  amended  to  delete: 

Bondi,  Flo.  W/P  51 

Hoibi,  Fla  W/P 

042/222  to  COP 
043/223  to  Hoibi 

18000 

45000 

Hoibi,  Flo.  W/P 
'  Soils,  Flo.  W/P 

200 

125 

Hoibi 

007/187  to  COP 
007/187  to  Soils 

18000 

45000 

Soils,  Fla  W/P 

Gouge,  Fla  W/P 

26 

007/187  to  Gouge 

20000 

45000 

Gouge,  Flo.  W/P 

Azono,  S.C.  W/P 

119 

15 

Goege 

006/186  to  COP  • 
009/189  to  Azono 

24000 

45000 
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OiANGEOYER  POINT 
TOTAL  DISTANCE  FROM 


FROM/TO 

DISTANCE 

GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 

'  TRACK  ANGLE 

MEA 

MAA 

Azana,  S.C.  W/P 

103 

83 

Azcmo 

008/188  to  COP 

24000 

45000 

Sorfy,  N.C.  W/P 

011/191  to  Surfy 

Sudy,  N.C.W/P 

206 

161 

Surfy 

006/186  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Flat  Rock.  Vo.  W/P 

008/188  to  Flat  Rock 

Flot  Rock,  Vo.  W/P 

67 

004/184  to  COP 

18000 

45000 

Cosonovo,  Vo.  W/P 

004/184  to  Cosonovo 
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§95.6002  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  2 

§95.6002  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  2 

is  amended  to  read  in  port: 

is  amended  In  delete; 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM 

TO 

Billings,  MT  VOR 

Miles  City.  MT  VOR 

6000 

'Spokone,  Wash.  VOR 

Karps  DME  Fix,  Ido. 

Billings,  MT  VOR 

Miles  City,  MT  VOR 

Vio  N  olter. 

Vio  N  alter 

Via  N  alter. 

Via  N  olter. 

6000 

NE-bound 

Dickinson,  NO  VOR 

Bismarck,  NO  VOR 

4300 

SW-bound 

Tcrii  INT,  NO 

*Osert  INT,  NO 

3900 

'5200-MCA  Spokane  VOR,  NE-bound 

*5300-MRA 

''7200-MOCA 

Jamestown,  NO  VOR 

Qole  INT,  NO 

3300 

Karps  DME  Fix,  Ido. 

Mullon  Post,  Ido.  VOR 

Qole  INT.  NO 

farg^  NO  VOR 

Via  N  alter. 

Via  N  olter. 

E -bound 

2700 

W-bound 

3300 

§95.6013  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  13 

Jamestown,  NO  VOR 

Forgo,  NO  VOR 

is  amended  In  rend  in  port: 

Via  N  olter. 

Via  N  alter. 

3300 

FROM 

TO 

Progs  INT,  MN 

Gopher,  MN  VOR 

§95.6002  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  2 

Vio  W  olter. 

Via  W  alter. 

is  amended  to  read  in  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

§95.6015  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  15 

Fargo,  NO  VOR 

Alexandria,  MN  VOR 

'3500 

is  amended  to  rend  in  port: 

*3000-MOCA 

FROM 

TO 

Gopher,  MN  VOR 

Oodje  INT,  Wl 

Aberdeen,  SO 

Brace  INT,  NO 

Via  N  alter. 

Via  N  alter. 

3500 

'3500-MOCA 

Brace  INT.  NO 

Bismarck,  NO  VOR 

§95.6002  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  2 

'3400-MOCA 

it  emended  to  delete; 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

§95.6016  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  16 

*Seattle,  Wash.  VOR 

“Togor  INT,  Wosh. 

it  omended  to  read  in  port: 

Via  N  alter. 

Vio  N  alter. 

FROM 

TO 

E-beund 

8500 

Norwich,  CT  VOR 

Woons  INT,  Rl 

W-bound 

5000 

*6300  -  MCA  Seattle  VOR,  E-bound 

§95.6023  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  23 

**8600-MCA  Togor  INT,  E-bound 

is  nmended  In  rend  in  pnri: 

Togor  INT,  Wash, 

Cashs  INT.  Wosh. 

FROM 

TO 

Via  N  alter. 

Via  N  alter. 

12000 

Fort  Jones,  CA  VOR 

'Boyts  INT,  OR 

Cashs  INT.  Wash. 

‘  *Wenatckee,  Wash.  VOR 

Via  W  olter. 

Vio  W  olter. 

Vio  N  olter. 

Via  N  alter. 

'10000-MRA 

E- bound 

”7500 

“9100-MOCA 

W-bound 

12000 

Boyts  INT,  OR 

'Pople  INT.  OR 

*8200  -  MCA  Wenatchee  VOR,  W-bound 

Vio  W  alter. 

Vio  W  olter.  * 

**6600 -MOCA 

'1000044RA 

Wenatchee,  Wash.  VOR 

Ephroto,  Wash.  VOR 

"9100-MOCA 

Via  N  alter. 

Via  N  alter. 

5500 

Ephroto,  Wash.  VOR 

Wipes  INT,  Wash. 

§95.6023  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  23 

Via  N  alter. 

Via  N  alter. 

4000 

is  nmended  to  delete: 

Wipes  INT.  Wash. 

'Spokone,  Wash.  VOR 

FROM 

TO 

Via  N  olter. 

Via  N  olter. 

5000 

Fort  Jones,  Calif.  VOR  Klomo  INT.  Ore. 

*5200--MCA  Spokane  VOR,  NE-bound 

Vio  E  alter. 

Via  E  alter. 

'9500-.MOCA 

'  ■ 

§95.6002  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  2 

Kloma  INT,  Ore. 

'Medford,  Ore.  VOR 

it  amended  In  delete: 

Via  E  alter. 

Vio  E  alter. 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

NW-bound 

*Ellensburg,  Wash.  VOR  Rubel  INT,  Wash. 

SE-bound 

Via  S  alter. 

Vio  S  alter. 

6000 

'8000-MCA  Medford  VOR.  SEdiound 

*6700-MCA  Ellensburg,  W-bound 

Rubel  INT,  Wosh. 

Motet  Lake,  Wosh.  VOR 

§95.6024  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  24 

Via  S  alter. 

.  Via  S  alter. 

4000 

it  omended  tn  rend  in  pnrt: 

'Spokane,  Wash.  VOR 

Mullen  Pots,  Ido.  VOR 

FROM 

TO 

Vie  S  alter. 

Via  S  alter. 

”10700 

Aberdeen  SD  VOR 

Watertown,  SD  VOR 

*6000-MCA  Spokone  VOR,  E-bound 

“8800-MOCA 

§95.6025  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  25 

it  amended  to  delete: 

FROM 

TO 

The  Dalles.  Ore.  VOR 

Yakima.  Wosh.  VOR 

Via  E  olter. 

Via  E  alter. 

MEA 

**9000 

“8000 

9000 

MEA 

3000 

MEA 

*4700 

*3900 

MEA 

3500 

MEA 

”10000 

*10000 

MEA 

*10000 

8000 

10000 


MEA 

3600 

MEA 


7000 
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§95.6026  VOR  FEDERAL  AW«AY  26 
it  iwieiHicd  to  rood  m  pott: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Ruler  INT,  SO  'Rapid  Gty,  SO  VOR 

W^MMid  13000 

E-bowid  .  8000 

‘6500-MCA  Rapid  City  VOR,  W-bound 

Obitt  INT,  SO  Redwood  Falls,  MN  VOR  ‘4600 

‘3200-MOCA 

Flying  Cloud,  MN  VOR  Ecu  Claire,  W«  VOR  3000 

§95.6039  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  39 
is  oMended  to  read  in  port: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Presque  Isle,  ME  VOR  Grms  INT,  ME  ‘5000 

‘3000-MOCA 

§95.6056  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  56 
it  oaended  to  read  in  part; 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Kewonee,  MS  VOR  Montgomery,  AL  VOR  ‘5500 

‘2300-MOCA 


§95.6070  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  70 

is  emended  by  adding: 

U.S  Mexicon  Border  Brownsville,  TX  VOR  *5000 

‘2100-MOCA 

§95.6071  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  71 
Is  emended  to  reed  in  port: 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Pierre,  SO  VOR 

*3600  aOCA 

Swimm  INT,  ND 

‘5500 

Swimm  INT,  NO 

Bismarck,  NO  VOR 

S- bound 

5500 

N-bound 

3600 

Bismarck,  NO  VOR 

Pippy  INT,  NO 

W-bound 

5600 

E-bound 

3500 

Pippy  INT,  NO 

‘3900440CA 

Wiltisiwi,  NO  VOR 

‘5600 

§95.6097  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  97 


it  amended  la  read  in  port: 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Proti  INT,  GA 

Grant  INT,  GA 

‘4000 

‘2000-MOCA 

Jnnesv.lle,  Wt  VOR 

Thebo  INT.  Wl 

2900 

§954120  VOR 

FEDERAL  AIRWAY  120 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

‘Seattle,  WA  VOR 

“Togor  INT,  WA 

. 

E -bound 

8500 

W-bound 

5000 

‘6300-MCA  Seattle  VOR. 

E -bound 

**86(M)-MCA  Togor  INTp  E'bound 

Togor  INT,  WA 

Coshs  INT,  WA 

12000 

Cashs  INT,  WA 

*Wenotche<;  WA  VOR 

E*S»oiH«d 

“7500 

W~bound 

“12000 

‘8200-MCA  Wenatchee  VOR,  W-bound 

“6700-MOCA 

Wenatchee.  WA  VOR 

Ephroto,  WA  VOR 

5500 

Ephroto,  WA  VOR 

ripes  INT,  WA 

4000 

Wipes  MT,  WA 

‘Spokane,  WA  VO^ 

5000 

‘520(MCA  Spokane  VOR. 

E-bound 

Sfrokane,  WA  VOR 

Karps  INT,  ID 

E-bound 

‘9000 

W-bound 

‘8000 

‘7200-MOCA 

Karps  INT.  ID 

Motion  Pass,  ID  VOR 

9000 

§95.6120  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  120 
is  amonded  la  read  in  part; 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Dupree,  SO  VOR  Pierre,  SO  VOR  4300 

§954121  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  121 

is  amended  by  adding: 


M.60I6  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  S6 
is  amended  la  toad  m  port: 

FROM  TO  MEA  ~ 


Weton  INT,  WY 

Karos  INT,  WY 

*13000 

‘8500-MOCA 

Koros  INT,  WY 

‘Pocto  INI.  SO 

9700 

‘9700-MRA 

Pocto  INT,  SD 

‘Rapid  City,  SO  VOR 

E -bound 

8000 

W-bound 

9700 

‘5S00-MCA  Ropid  City  VOR,  W-bound 

Newcastle,  WY  VOR 

*  Zombi  MT.  SO 

Vio  S  alter. 

Via  $  alter. 

9300 

'9300-MRA 

Zombi  INT,  SD 

*R«fHd  Oy.  so  VOR 

Vio  S  oiler. 

Vio  S  olter. 

E-bound 

BOM 

W-bound 

9300 

‘6500-MCA  Rapid  City  VOR, 

,  W-bound 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Fort  Jones,  CA  VOR 

‘Boyts  INT,  OR 

“10000 

‘10000-MRA 

“9100-MOCA 

Boyts  INT,  OR 

Medlord,  OR  VOR 

N-bound 

8000 

S- bound 

10000 

§954157  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  157 

it  oaended  la  rood  in  port; 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

La  Belle,  f  L  VOR 

Lakeland,  FL  VOR 

Via  E  alter. 

Vie  E  alter. 

2000 

§954161  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  161 

is  amended  ta  rood  in  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Press  INT,  Wl 

Gopher.  MN  VOR 

3500 

§954169  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  169 

is  amended  In  road  in  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

aodron,  NE  VOR 

Rapid  City,  SD  VOR 

6000 

Rapid  City,  SO  VOR 

Duproe,  SO  VOR 

5000 

Dupree,  SO  VOR 

Solen  INT,  ND 

‘4700 

‘36eO-MOCA 
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«95.«170  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  170 

§95.6403  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  403 

is  amended  to  read  in  port: 

is  odded  to  reod: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Jamestown,  ND  VOR  Abercleen,  SD  VOR 

3300 

Beloy  INT,  MD 

Bucks  INT,  PA 

7000 

Pecor  (NT,  MN 

Fairmont,  MN  VOR 

Bucks,  INT  PA 

Pottstown,  PA  VOR 

3000 

Via  N  alter. 

Vio  N  olter. 

3400 

Poltstown,  PA  VOR 

Solberg,  NJ  VOR 

3000 

S9S.6171  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  171 

§95.6405  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  405 

is  amended  to  reod  in  port: 

is  added  te  read: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Starr  INT.  MN 

Shels  INT,  MN 

*6000 

Belay  INT,  MD 

Bucks  INT,  PA 

7000 

•3000-MOCA 

Bucks  INT,  PA 

Pottstown,  PA  VOR 

3000 

Pattstown,  PA  VOR 

Broodway,  NJ  VOR 

3000 

$95.6181  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  181 

is  amended  to  reod  in  port: 

^5.6408  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  408 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

is  added  to  read: 

Boney  INT,  NO 

Forgo,  NO  VOR 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

N-bound 

2800 

Lucke  INT,  VA 

Modena,  PA  VOR 

5000 

S-bound 

3900 

§95.6419  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  419 

§95.6233  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  233 

is  odded  to  read: 

it  amended  to  read  in  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Westminster,  MD  VOR 

Modena,  PA  VOR 

3000 

Litchiield,  Ml  VOR  Lansing,  Ml  VOR 

3000 

Moderta,  PA  VOR 

Frose  INT,  PA 

2300 

Frote  INT,  PA 

Mozie  INT,  PA 

2400 

$95.6250  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  250 

Mozie  INT,  PA 

*Harrs  INT,  PA' 

2200 

it  amended  te  reod  in  port* 

*3000-MRA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Harrs  INT,  PA 

Stillwater,  NJ  VOR 

3000 

O’Neill,  NE  VOR 

Yankton,  SO  VOR 

3700 

Stillwater,  NJ  VOR 

Sparta,  NJ  VOR 

3000 

Sparta,  NJ  VOR 

Horve  INT,  NY 

3000 

§95.6275  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  275 

Horve  INT,  NY 

Nyock  INT,  NY 

2300 

it  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Nyack  INT,  NY 

Carmel,  NY  VOR 

2000 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Dayton,  OH  VOR 

Kline  INT,  OH 

*5500 

954430  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  430 

•3000-MOCA 

it  amended  te  reod  in  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

§954279  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  279 

Glasgow,  MT  VOR 

Willi ston,  ND  VOR 

•6000 

it  amended  to  read  in  port: 

*4900-MOCA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Minot,  ND  VOR 

Devils  Lake,  ND  VOR 

♦3600 

Gunne  INT,  OH 

Findlay,  OH  VOR 

3000 

-  ‘SOOO-MOCA 

§95.6279  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  279 

§95.6439  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  439 

is  amended  te  delete: 

is  amended  to  read  in  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Dickinson,  ND  VOR 

Willi  ston,  ND  VOR 

4500 

Columbus,  Ohio  LF/RBN  Gunne  INT,  Ohio 

3000 

§95.6448  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  448 

<95.6324  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  324 

is  amended  te  delete: 

is  amended  by  adding: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Yakima,  Wosh.  VOR 

Outts  INT,  Wash. 

Worlond,  WY  VOR  *Craiy  Woman,  WY  VOR 

12000 

Via  S  olter. 

Via  S  alter. 

5000 

‘9S00-MCA  Crozy  Woman,  W-bound 

Outtt  INT,  Wash. 

Rubel  INT,  Wosh. 

Via  S  alter. 

Via  S  olter. 

6000 

§95.6357  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  357 

Rubel  INT,  Wash. 

Moses  Loke,  Wash.  VOR 

it  amended  In  delete: 

Via  S  alter. 

Vio  S  alter. 

4000 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Moses  Lake,  Wash.  VOR  Ephrata,  Wash.  VOR 

§95.6462  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  462 

Vio  N  olter. 

Via  N  alter. 

4000 

is  amended  by  odding: 

Ephrata,  Wosh.  VOR  Wenatchee,  Wash.  VOR 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Vio  N  alter. 

Via  N  alter. 

5500 

Fort  Dodge,  lA  VOR 

Sioux  Foils,  SD  VOR 

4400 

§95.6401  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  401 

§95.6497  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  497 

it  added  to  reod: 

is  omended  by  adding: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Casper,  WY  VOR 

Worlond,  WY  VOR 

11000 

The  Dalles,  OR  VOR 

Suned  INT,  WA 

7000 

* 

Suned  INT,  WA 

Moses  Lake,  WA  VOR 

6000 

Moses  Lake,  WA  VOR 

Ephrata,  WA  VOR 

4000 
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CHANGEOVER  POINT 


FROM 

TO 

DISTANCE  FROM 

§95.7015  JET  ROUTE  NO.  15 

is  amended  ta  read  in  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

MAA 

Roswell,  NM  VORTAC 

Corona,  NM  VORTAC 

18000 

45000 

Corona,  NM  VORTAC 

Albuquerque,  NM  VORTAC 

18000  45000 

§95.7074  JET  ROUTE  N0.74  is  amended  to  reod  in  port; 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

MAA 

St.  Johns,  AZ  VORTAC 

Corona,  NM  VORTAC 

18000 

45000 

Corona,  NM  VORTAC ' 

Texico,  NM  VORTAC 

18000 

45000 

By  amending  Sub- part  D  as  follows; 

§95.8003  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS  CHANGEOVER  POINTS 

V*2  i  s  amended  to  delete: 
Wenatchee,  Wash.  VOR 

Ephrata,  Wash.  VOR 

. 

Via  N  alter. 

Via  N  alter. 

22 

Ephrata 

§95.8003  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS  CHANGEOVER  POINTS 

CHANGEOVER  POINT 

FROM 

TO 

DISTANCE  FROM 

V*120  is  amended  by  adding: 

Seattle,  WA  VOR 

Wenatchee,  WA  VOR 

51 

Seattle 

Wenatchee,  WA  VOR 

Ephrata,  WA  VOR 

10 

Wenatchee 

§95.8003  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS  CHANGEOVER  POINTS 

V-324  is  added  ta  read: 

CHANGEOVER  POINT 

FROM 

TO 

DISTANCE 

FROM 

Worlond,  WY  VOR 

Crazy  Woman,  WY  VOR 

51 

Worland 

§95.6003  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS  CHANGEOVER  POINTS 

CHANGEOVER  POINT 

FROM 

TO 

DISTANCE 

FROM 

V-357  is  amended  to  delete: 
Ephrata,  Wash.  VOR 

Wenatchee,  Wash.  VOR 

Via  N  alter. 

Via  N  alter. 

22 

Ephrata 

§95.8003  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS  CHANGEOVER  POINTS 

V-401  i  s  odded  to  reod: 

CHANGEOVER  POINT 

FROM 

TO 

DISTANCE 

FROM 

Casper,  WY  VOR  > 

Worland,  WY  VOR 

55 

Casper 

§95.8005  JET  ROUTES  CHANGEOVER  POINTS 

CHANGEOVER  POINT 

FROM 

TO 

DISTANCE 

FROM 

J-6  i  s  amended  to  rood  in  port: 
Shawnee,  VA  VORTAC 

Westminster,  MO  VORTAC 

24 

Shawnee 

|FR  Doc.  81-36682  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 
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14  CFR  Part  97 

[Docket  No.  22522;  Arndt  No.  1206] 

Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures;  Miscellaneous 
Amendments 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  establishes, 
amends,  suspends,  or  revokes  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures 
(SIAPs)  for  operations  at  certain 
airports.  These  regulatory  actions  are 
needed  because  of  the  adoption  of  new 
or  revised  criteria,  or  because  of 
changes  occurring  in  the  National 
Airspace  System,  such  as  the 
commissioning  of  new  navigational 
facilities,  addition  of  new  obstacles,  or 
changes  in  air  traffic  requirements. 
These  changes  are  designed  to  provide 
safe  and  efhcient  use  of  the  navigable 
airspace  and  to  promote  safe  flight 
operations  under  instrument  flight  rules 
at  the  affected  airports. 

DATES:  An  effective  date  for  each  SIAP 
is  specified  in  the  amendatory 
provisions. 

addresses:  Availability  of  matters 
incorporated  by  reference  in  the 
amendment  is  as  follows: 

For  Examination 

1.  FAA  Rules  Docket,  FAA 
Headquarters  Building,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591; 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the 
region  in  which  the  affected  airport  is 
located;  or 

3.  The  Flight  Inspection  Field  Office 
which  originated  the  SIAP. 

For  Purchase 

Individual  SLAP  copies  may  be 
obtained  from; 

1.  FAA  Public  Information  Center 
(APA-430),  FAA  Headquarters  Building, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  or 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the 
region  in  which  ffie  aBected  airport  is 
located. 

By  Subscription 

Copies  of  all  SIAPs,  mailed  once 
every  2  weeks,  may  be  ordered  from 
Superintendant  of  Documents,  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C  20402.  The  annual 
subscription  price  is  $135.00. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Donald  K.  Funai,  Flight  Procedures  and 
Airspace  Branch  (AFO-730),  Aircraft 


Programs  Division.  Office  of  Flight 
Operations,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone  (202)  426-8277. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
amendment  to  Part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  97) 
prescribes  new,  amended,  suspended,  or 
revoked  Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (SIAPs).  The  complete 
regulatory  description  of  each  SIAP  is 
contained  in  official  FAA  form 
documents  which  are  incorporated  by 
reference  in  this  amendment  under  5 
U.S.C.  552(a),  1  CFR  Part  51,  and  §  97.20 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(FARs).  The  applicable  FAA  Forms  are 
identifled  as  FAA  Forms  8260-3,  8260-^ 
and  8260-5.  Materials  incorporated  by 
reference  are  available  for  examination 
or  purchase  as  stated  above. 

The  large  number  of  SIAPs,  their 
complex  nature,  and  the  need  for  a 
special  format  make  their  verbatim 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
expensive  and  impractical.  Further, 
airmen  do  not  use  the  regulatory  text  of 
the  SIAPs,  but  refer  to  their  graphic 
depiction  on  charts  printed  % 
publishers  of  aeronautical  materials. 
Thus,  the  advantages  of  incorporation 
by  reference  are  realized  and 
publication  of  the  complete  description 
of  each  SIAP  contained  in  FAA  form 
document  is  unnecessary.  The 
provisions  of  this  amendment  state  the 
affected  CFR  (and  FAR)  sections,  with 
the  types  and  effective  dates  of  the 
SIAPs.  This  amendment  also  identifies 
the  airport,  its  location,  the  procedure 
identification  and  the  amendment 
number. 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  is  effective 
on  the  date  of  publication  and  contains 
separate  SIAPs  which  have  compliance 
dates  stated  as  effective  dates  based  on 
related  changes  in  the  National 
Airspace  System  or  the  application  of 
new  or  revised  criteria.  Some  SIAP 
amendments  may  have  been  previously 
issued  by  the  FAA' in  a  National  Flight 
Data  Center  (FDC)  Notice  to  Airmen 
(NOT AM)  as  an  emergency  action  of 
immediate  flight  safety  relating  directly 
to  published  aeronautical  charts.  The 
circumstances  which  created  the  need 
for  some  SIAP  amendments  may  require 
making  them  effective  in  less  than  30 
days.  For  the  remaining  SIAPs,  an 
effective  date  at  least  30  days  after 
publication  is  provided. 

Further,  the  SIAPs  contained  in  this 
amendment  are  based  on  the  criteria 
contained  in  the  U.S.  Standard  for 
Terminal  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (TERPs).  In  developing  these 
SIAPs,  the  TERPs  criteria  were  applied 


to  the  conditions  existing  or  anticipated 
at  the  affected  airports.  Because  of  the 
close  and  immediate  relationship 
between  these  SIAPs  and  safety  in  air 
commerce,  I  Bnd  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  before  adopting  these  SIAPs 
is  unnecessary,  impracticable,  or 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and, 
where  applicable,  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  some  SIAPs  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

Adoption  qf  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me.  Part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  97)  is 
amended  by  establishing,  amending, 
suspending,  or  revoking  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures, 
effective  at  0901  G.M.T.  on  the  dates 
speciHed,  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  §  97.23  VOR-VOR/ 
DME  SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  February  4, 1982 

Stuttgart,  AR — Stuttgart  Muni,  VOR/DME-A. 
Original 

Santa  Barbara,  CA — Santa  Barbara  Muni, 
VOR  Rwy  25,  Arndt.  3 

Alton,  IL — Civic  Memorial,  VOR-A,  Arndt.  4 
DeKalb— DeKalb  Muni,  VOR/DME  Rwy  27. 
Amdt.T 

Clinton,  lA — Clinton  Muni,  VOR  Rwy  3, 

Arndt.  8 

Clinton,  lA — Clinton  Muni,  VOR/DME  Rwy 
21,  Arndt.  3 

Beaumont/Port  Arthur,  TX — ^Jefferson 
County,  VOR-Rwy  12,  Arndt.  7 
Beaumont/Port  Arthiu,  TX — ]efferson 
County,  VOR-A,  Arndt.  5 
Beaumont/Port  Arthur,  TX — Jefferson 
County,  VOR-B,  Arndt.  5 
Beaumont/Port  Arthur,  TX — ^Jefferson 
County,  VOR-C,  Arndt.  4 
Beaumont/Port  Arthur,  TX — Jefferson 
County,  VOR/DME  or  TACAN  Rwy  34. 
Arndt.  5 

Beaumont/Port  Arthur,  TX — ^Jefferson 
County,  VOR/DME-D,  Arndt.  1 
Fredericksburg,  VA — Shannon.  VOR  Rwy  23, 
Arndt.  4 

Waukesha,  W1 — Waukesha  County,  VOR-A, 
Amdt.  11 

*  *  *  Effective  December  15, 1981 

Erie.  PA — Erie  Inti,  VOR/DME  Rwy  24,  Amdt. 
7 

*  *  *  Effective  December  9, 1981 
Brainerd,  MN — Brainerd-Crow  Wing  Co/ 

Walter  F.  Wieland  Fid,  VOR  Rwy  30, 

Amdt.  8 

Brainerd,  MN — Brainerd-Crow  Wing  Co/ 
Walter  F.  Wieland  Fid,  VOR/DME  Rwy  12. 
Amdt.  4 

Note. — The  FAA  published  an  Amendment 
in  Docket  No.  22455,  Amdt  No.  1204  to  part  97 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (Vol  48 
FR  No.  232  page  5865;  dated  December  3, 
1981)  under  Section  97.23  effective  January  7, 
1982,  which  is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 
Pago  Pago.  American  Samoa,  Pago  Pago  Inti, 
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VOR/DME  or  TACAN-A  amdt  1,  change 
effeclive  date  to  January  21, 1982. 

Pago  Pago.  American  Samoa.  Pago  Pago 
Inti.  VOR/DME  orTACAN-B  amdt  1,  change 
effective  date  to  January  21, 1982. 

Pago  Pago.  American  Samoa.  Pago  Pago 
Inti,  VOR-D  amdt  3,  change  effective  date  to 
January  21. 1982. 

2.  By  amending.!  97.25  SDF-4.0C- 

I.DA  SlAPs  identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  February  4. 1982 

Alton.  II. — Civic  Memorial,  LOG  BC  Rwy  11, 
Amdt.  2 

*  *  *  Effective  January  21, 1982 
Spokane.  WA — Spokane  Inti,  LOC  Rwy  3. 

Amdt.  4.  cancelled 

3.  By  amending  §  97.27  NDB/ADF 
SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  February  18, 1982 
Kimball.  NE — ^Kimball  Muni,  NDB  Rwy  29, 

Original 

Youngstown.  OH— Lansdowne,  NDB-B, 

Amdt.  7 

***  Effective  February  4,  1982 
Alton.  II. — Civic  Memorial,  NDB  Rwy  17. 
Amdt.  6 

Alton.  II. — Civic  Memorial.  NDB  Rwy  29, 
Amdt.  4 

DeKalb.  11.— DeKalb  Muni.  NDB  Rwy  27. 
Amdt.  5 

Clinton.  lA — Clinton  Muni,  NDB  Rwy  14, 
Amdt.  2 

Houston,  TX — ^Baytown,  NDB  Rwy  31,  Amdt. 

2 

Waukesha.  W1 — Waukesha  County.  NDB 
Rwy  10,  Amdt.  8 

"  *  Effective  Noveniber  25, 1981 
Cherokee.  lA — Cherokee  Muni.  NDB  Rwy  36, 
Amdt.  1 

Note. — ^The  FAA  published  an  amendment 
in  Docket  No.  22455,  amdt  No.  1204  to  part  97 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (Vol  46 
FR  No.  232  page  5865;  dated  December  3, 

1981 J  under  Section  97.27  effective  January  7, 
1982.  which  is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 
Pago  Pago,  American  Samoa,  Pago  Pago  Inti, 
NDB-C  amdt  3.,  change  effective  date  to 
January  21, 1982. 

4.  By  amending  §  97.29  ILS-MLS 
SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  February  4, 1982 
Tallahassee.  FL — Tallahassee  Muni.  ILS  Rwy 

36,  Amdt.  19 

Alton.  IL — Civic  Memorial.  ILS  Rwy  29. 

Amdt.  4 

Boston.  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
'  Logan  Inti,  ILS/DME  Rwy  15R.  Amdt.  6 

*  *  *  Effective  January  21,  1982 
Spokane,  WA — Spokane  Int’l,  ILS  Rwy  3, 

Original 

***  Effective  December  15, 1981 
Rochester,  MN — Rochester  Muni.  ILS  Rwy  31. 
Amdt.  16 

Note. — The  FAA  published  an  amendment 
in  Docket  No.  22455,  amdt  No.  1204  to  part  97 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (Vol  46 


FR  No.  232  page  58651;  dated  December  3, 
1981J  under  Section  97.29  effective  January  7. 
1982,  which  is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 
Pago  Pago,  American  Samoa,  Pago  Pago  Inti, 
ILS/DME  Rwy  5,  amdt  9,-change  effective 
date  to  January  21, 1962. 

5.  By  amending  §  97.33  RNAV  SIAPs 
identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  February  4, 1982 
Alton,  IL — Civic  Memorial,  RNAV  Rwy  29, 
Amdt.  3 

Clinton,  lA — Clinton  Muni,  RNAV  Rwy  21,  ' 
Amdt.  5 

(Secs.  307, 313(al.  601,  and  1110,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348, 1354(a). 
1421,  and  1510);  Sec.  ^c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.49(b)(3)) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established  body 
of  technical  regulations  for  which  frequent 
and  routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current  It 
therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major  rule”  under 
Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
“significant  rule"  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034; 
February  26, 1979);  and  (3)  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation  as  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal.  The  FAA 
certifies  that  this  amendment  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the  criteria  of 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  December 

18. 1981. 

Note. — ^The  incorporation  by  reference  in 
the  preceding  document  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  December 

31. 1981. 

John  M.  Howard, 

Acting  Chief,  Aircraft  Programs  Division. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36681  Filed  12-23-81;  ft4S  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
International  Trade  Adminiatration 
15  CFR  Part  379 

Amendment  to  Export  Administration 
Regulations  to  Conform  To  Revised 
Commodity  Control  List;  Correction  of 
Paragraph  References:  Technical  Data 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  amends  language  in 
Part  379,  Technical  Data,  of  the  Export 
Administration  Regulations  to  correct 
paragraph  references.  A  paragraph  (9) 
was  added  to  §  379.4(f)(l](i]  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  June  25, 1980  (45  FR 
43139-43146],  but  paragraph  references 
to  various  technical  data  listed  in  §  379.4 
were  not  amended  to  reflect  that 
addition. 


EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  24, 1981. 

FOR  FINITMER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Archie  Andrews,  Director,  Exporters’ 
Service  Staff,  Office  of  Export 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce.  Washington,  D.C  20230 
(Telephone:  (202)  377-4811). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Rulemaking  Requirements 

In  connection  with  various  rulemaking 
requirements,  the  Office  of  Export 
Administration  has  determined  thab 

1.  Under  section  13(a)  of  the  Export 
Administration  Act  of  1979  (Pub.  L  96- 
72,  50  U.S.C.  app,  2401  et  seq.)  ("the 
Act”),  this  rule  is  exempt  from  the  public 
participation  in  rulemaking  procedures 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
This  rule  does  not  impose  new  controls 
on  exports,  and  is  therefore  exempt  from 
section  13(b)  of  the  Act  which 
expresses  the  intent  of  Congress  that 
where  practicable  “regulations  imposing 
controls  on  exports”  be  published  in 
proposed  form. 

2.  This  rule  does  not  impose  a  burden 
under  the  Paperwoik  Reduction  Act  of 
1980,  44  U.S.C  3501  et  seq. 

3.  This  rule  is  not  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  5  U.S.C  601  et  seq. 

4.  This  rule  is  not  a  major  rule  within 
the  meaning  of  section  1(b)  of  Executive 
Order  12291  (46  FR  13193,  February  19, 
1981),  “Federal  Regulation.” 

Therefore,  this  regulation  is  issued  in 
final  form.  Although  there  is  no  formal 
comment  period,  public  comments  on 
this  regulation  are  welcome  on  a 
continuing  basis. 

PART  379— TECHNICAL  DATA 

Accordingly,  Part  379  of  the  Export 
Administration  Regulations  (15  CFR 
Parts  368-399)  is  amended  as  follows: 

§379.4  [Amended] 

1.  Section  379.4(f)(1)  is  amended  by 
revising  the  phrase  “(f)(l)(i)(A)  through 
(o)  of  this  section”  to  read  “(f)(l)(i)(o) 
through  (o)  and  (q)  {not  (p))  of  this 
section”,  each  place  that  it  appears,  and 
by  revising  the  phrase  “(f)(l)(i)(p)”  to 
read  “(f)(l)(i)(p)”.  each  place  that  it 
appears. 

(Secs.  13  and  15.  Pub.  L  96-72,  93  Stat  503,  50 
U.S.C.  app.  2401  et  seq.;  Executive  Order  No. 
12214  (45  FR  29783,  May  6, 1980);  Department 
Organization  Order  10-3  (45  FR  8141,  January 
25, 1980);  International  Trade  Administration 
Organization  and  Function  Orders  41-1  (45 
FR  11862,  February  22. 1980)  and  41-4  (45  FR 
65003,  October  1. 1980) 
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Dated:  December  14, 1981. 
Vincent  F.  DeCain, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Export 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36862  Filed  12-23-61: 8:45  am| 
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15  CFR  Part  399 

Clarification  for  Processing  Computer 
License  Applications 

agency:  Office  of  Export 
Administration,  International  Trade 
Administration.  Commerce. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Export  Administration 
Regulations  are  amended  by  adding  two 
footnotes  to  Commodity  Control  List 
entry  1565,  electronic  computers  and 
related  equipment,  appearing  in 
Supplement  No.  1  to  §  399,1.  One  ■ 
amendment  formalizes  the  requirement 
for  license  applicants  exporting 
computers  to  T  and  V  country 
destinations  to  include  the  “CPU  bus 
rate”  and  “processing  data  rate”  in  the 
commodity  description  column  on  forms 
ITA-622P  and  ITA-699P. 

This  rule  does  not  change  the 
requirements  for  applications  to  export 
computers  to  P,  Q,  W  and  Y 
destinations.  Information  concerning  the' 
CPU  bus  rate  and  processing  data  rate 
for  all  other  destinations  has  always 
been  required  to  be  submitted  in 
connection  with  applications,  but  it  has 
not  been  specifically  stated  on  the 
application  form.  TUs  specific 
information  will  give  licensing  officers 
in  the  Office  of  Export  Administration 
more  efficient  access  to  the  data  they 
need  to  distinguish  “advanced 
computers”  from  other  computer 
systems.  The  licensing  officers 
otherwise  must  read  extraneous 
technical  material  or  obtain  the 
information  fi'om  the  exporter,  thus 
delaying  the  case. 

The  second  amendment  adds  a 
footnote  to  paragraph  (h)  of  Commodity 
Control  List  entry  1565  to  clarify  what  is 
not  controlled  by  the  paragraph.  Certain 
peripherals  and  displays  are  not 
controlled. 

date:  Effective  December  24, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Archie  Andrews,  Director, 

Exporters’  Service  Staff,  Office  of  Export 
Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
(Telephone:  (202)  377-4611). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Rulemaking  Requirements 

Section  13(a)  of  the  Export 
Administration  Act  of  1979  (Pub.  L.  96- 


72,  50  U.S.C.  app.  2401  et  seq.)  (“the 
Act”)  exempts  regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act  from  the  public 
participation  in  rulemaking  procedures 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act. 
Section  13(b)  of  the  Act.  which 
expresses  the  intent  of  Congress  that  to 
the  extent  practicable  “regulations 
imposing  controls  on  exports”  be 
published  in  proposed  form,  is  not 
applicable  because  these  regulations  do 
not  impose  new  controls  on  exports. 
Therefore,  this  regulation  is  issued  in 
final  form.  Althou^  there  is  no  formal 
comment  period,  public  comments  on 
this  regulation  are  welcome  on  a 
continuing  basis. 

In  connection  with  various  rulemaking 
requirements,  the  Office  of  Export 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 


2.  A  footnote  “1”  is  added  to 
paragraph  (h)  of  ECCN 1565,  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  .  * 

(h)  Other  related  equipment  for  the  above 
(including  that  also  described  in  entry  Nos. 
1572  and  1588),  i.e^  specialized  parts, 
components,  peripherals,  displays,  sub- 
assemblies,  accessories,  and  spare  parts.' 

*  «  *  *  4 

'  1565(h)  is  not  intended  to  control 
peripherals  and  displays, -identified  in  1565(h) 
(1)  and  (2),  containing  microprocessors  that 
are  permanently  embedded  as  circuit 
elements  dedicated  solely  to  the  primary 
function  of  the  peripheral  or  display  device 
and  that  have  no  user-accesaftie 
programmability  of  the  microprocessors. 

(Secs.  13. 15.  and  21.  Pub.  L  96-72. 93  Stat 
503,  50  U.S.C.  app.  $  2401  et  seq.;  Executive 
Order  No.  12214  (45  FR  29783,  May  6, 1980); 
Department  Organization  Order  10-3  (45  FR 
6141,  January  25, 1980):  International  Trade 
Administration  Organization  and  Function 
Orders  41-1  (45  FR  11862,  February  22. 1980) 
and  41-4  (46  FR  65003,  October  1, 1980)) 

Dated:  December  4. 1981. 

William  V.  Skidmore, 

Director,  Office  of  Export  Administration, 
International  Tr^e  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36761  Filed  lZ-23-81: 8:45  am) 
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rule  does  not  impose  a  burden  under  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980, 44 
U.S.C.  3501  et  seq.  This  regulation  is  not 
a  major  rule  within  the  meaning  of 
section  1(b)  of  Executive  Order  12291  (46 
FR  13193,  February  19, 1981). 

PART  399— COMMODITY  CONTROL 
LIST  AND  RELATED  MATTERS 

Accordingly.  ECCN  1565  appearing  in 
Supplement  No.  1  to  §  399.1  of  the 
Export  Administration  Regulations  (15 
CFR  Part  399)  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  399.1  [Amended] 

1.  A  new  footnote  “2”  is  added  to  the 
“Validated  License  Required”  column  of 
ECCN  1565  and  existing  footnotes  2  and 
3  are  redesignated  as  3  and  4,  and 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

16  CFR  Part  13 

[Docket  No.  C-3066] 

Godfrey  C04  Prohibited  Trade 
Practicea,  and  Affirmative  Corrective 
Actions 

agency:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTIOIC-Modifying  order. 

summary:  This  order  reopens  this 
proceeding  and  modifies  the 
Commission’s  order  issued  on  May  14, 
1981  (46  FR  29458,  June  2. 1981).  by 
modifying  paragraph  1(G)  of  the  Order  to 
relieve  respondent  from  the  obligation  of 
divesting  a  specified  retail  grocery  store. 

DATES:  Order  issued  May  14, 1981. 
Modifying  order  issued  December  3, 
1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

FTC/CC,  Selig  S.  Merber,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580.  (202)  276-2891. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 

Matter  of  Godfrey  Company,  a 
corporation.  ’The  prohibited  trade 
practices  and/or  corrective  actions,  as 
codified  under  16  CFR  Part  13  and 
appearing  at  46  FR  29458,  remain 
unchanged. 


Export  control  commodKy  rximber  and  commodity 
description 

Validated  license 
required 

GLV  dollar 
value  limits 
T&V 

Processing 

code 

Reason 

lor 

controt 

P0$TVWY7>  , 

1,000 

CO _ 

1,  3  4  * 

as  follows:. 

*  Refer  to  J  376.10  of  the  Regulations  for  specific  information  required  to  be  tiled  with  applications  lor  P.  O,  W  aiKi  Y 
destinations.  For  all  destinations  other  than  P,  O,  W  and  Y,  follow  general  application  instnjctions  and,  in  addition,  kidicM  in 
the  commodity  descriplion  cdumn  on  forms  rTA-622P  and  ITA-699P  the  "CPU  bus  rate"  and  "processing  data  rate.”  Section 
376.10  of  the  Regulations  provides  the  formulas  lor  calculating  those  rates. 

’  Foreign  policy  export  controls  apply  only  to  computer  equipment  destined  lor  government  consigneea  in  the  Republic  of 
South  Afncfl  1^  Nofnibift. 

*  Nudear  related  controls  are  described  in  Supplement  No.  1  to  {  399.2,  ComriKXlity  Interpretation  No.  1. 
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The  Order  Modifying  Cease  and 
Desist  Order  Issned  May  14. 1981  is  as 
follows: 

The  Pedercd  Trade  Commisuon 
haring  conndered  respondent  Godfrey 
Cotnpan]r's  petition  filed  on  August  S, 
1961  to  reopen  this  matter  and  to  modify 
the  consent  order  to  cease  and  desist 
issued  by  the  Commission  on  May  14. 
1981,  and  having  detenmned  that 
reopening  and  modification  of  the  order 
is  warranted: 

It  is  ordered  That  this  matter  be.  and 
it  hereby  ia  reopened  and  dial  paragraph 
I(G1  of  the  Commission’s  order  be  and  it 
is  hereby  modified  to  read  as  follows: 

.  (G)  The  “disposition  stores"  means 
the  following  Godfrey  ("O’!  stores  and 
Jewel  (“I”)  stores: 

1.  G-427  (3045  S.  13th  St.  Milwatdcee. 
WL) 

2.  G-607  (6077  S.  Padcard  Ave., 
Cudahy,  WLJ 

a  G-810  (3039  S.  76th  St.  Milwaukee. 
WI.) 

4.  J-1201  (1201  N.  35th  St..  Milwaukee. 
WL) 

5.  J-729  (7195  S.  Layton  Blvd., 
Milwaukee,  WL) 

6.  )-15182  ^81 W.  15182  Appleton 
Ave.,  Menomonee  Falls,  WL) 

By  the  Commission. 

Carol  M.  Thomas. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Boc  n-36ara  Filed  12-23-Sfc  Bets  ant 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

F«(teral  EiMrgy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Part  271 

(Docket  Na  RM79-76  (Cok>rado-16);  Order 
110,197) 

High-Cost  Gas  Produced  From  Tight 
Formations;  Colorado 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  DOE. 
action:  Pinal  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Enmgy 
Regulatory  Commission  is  authorized  by 
section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gee 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natural  gae  as  hi^-cost  gus 
where  die  Commission  d^ermtnes  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  conchtioRS 
which  presmit  extraordinary  risks  or 
costs.  Under  section  It^cKS),  the 
Commission  issued  a  final  regulation 
designadng  natural  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations  as  hi^-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 


submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designadon  as  ti^  formations.  Hits 
final  order  adopts  the  recommendation 
of  the  Colorado' Oil  and  Gas 
conservation  Commission  that  the 
Sussex  Formation  be  designated  as  a 
tight  formation  under  S  271.703(d). 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rule  is  effective 
December  16, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Leslie  Lawner,  (202)  357-8307  or  Walter 
Uwson.  (202)  357-6556 
SUPFLSMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Issueck  Decamber  16 1961. 

The  Commission  hereby  amends 
§  271.703((I)  of  its  regulatiom  to  indude 
the  Sussex  Formation  in  Colorado  as  a 
designated  tight  formation  eligible  for 
incentive  pricing  under  §  271.703.  The 
amendment  was  proposed  in  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rutemaking  by  tire  Director. 
OPPR,  issued  September  A 1901  (48  FR 
45155.  September  10. 1901)  *  bas^  on  a 
recommendation  by  the  Colorado  Oit 
and  Gas  Conservatimi  Cmmnissioii 
[Colorado)  in  accordance  with 
§  271.7(^c)  that  the  Sussex  Formation 
be  designated  as  » ti^t  fonnatioB. 

ETidaM:e  submitted  by  Colorado 
supports  the  assertion  that  the  Sussex 
Formation  meets  the  guidelmes 
contained  in  §  271.703(cK2).  The 
Commission  adopts  tim  Cdorado 
recommendation. 

This  amendment  shall  become 
effective  immediatdy.  The  Commisskm 
has  found  that  the  public  interest 
dictates  that  new  natural  gas  supplies 
be  developed  on  an  expedited  basis, 
and.  therefore,  incentive  prices  should 
be  made  available  as  soon  as  posstide. 
The  need  to  m^e  incentive  prices 
immediatefy  availaUe  establtshes  good 
cause  to  waive  the  thirty-day 
publication  period. 

(Department  of  Energy  Ofgamzatton  Act  42 
U.S,C  7101  etaeq.:  Natural  Gas  PoU^  Act  at 
197B,  IS  US.C  33m-3342;  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  5  U.S.C  563) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
271  of  Snbchapter  H,  Chapter  L  IWe  16 
Codb  of  Federal  Regafations,  is 
amend^  as  set  fortii  below,  ^ective 
December  16 1981. 

By  the  Commission. 

Lois  D.  Cashefl, 

Acting  Secretary. 

PART  271— CEIUNG  PRICES 

Section  271.703(d)  is  amended  by 
addii^  new  subparagraph  (61)  to  read  as 
follows: 


'  Comments  were  iwvi  ltd  aad  MwcoauBeiit 
■uavortiae  (Im  recoouaendatioR  was  racatved,  Ne 
party  requested  a  Iwering  and  no  hearing  vras  held. 


§271.703  Hghtformatiem, 

(d)  Designated  tight  foaoaiiom.  *  *  * 
(61)  Sussex  Formation  in  Cohtado. 
RM79-76  (Cbk»ado-16). 

(i)  Detioetdkm  of  foaaatioR.  The 
Sussex  Fonnation  is  found  in  Weld 
County.  Colorado,  in  Townsh^i  4  North, 
Range  65  West  6tb  PJti..  Sections  2. 3. 
and  16  Section  11-N^  Section  15-W 
Vf,  Townsfafy  5  North.  Range  66  West 
6th  P.M..  Sections  36  34,  and  35^ 

(ii)  Depth.  The  average  depth  to  the 
top  of  the  Sussex  Fonnation  is  4.400  and 
4,500  feeL 

(FR  Doc.  n-WTMnUd  MSaa^ 
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18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  No.  RM79-76  (New  Mexteo-T;  Order 
No.  196} 

High-Cost  (2as  Produced  From  HgM 
Formations;  New  Mexico 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission.  DOE. 

ACTION:  Final  Rule. 

SWSMARY:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  (kunmission  is  authtHized  by 
section  107(cX^  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  desi^iate  certain 
types  of  natural  gas  as  hi^-cost  gas 
where  the  Commission  determines  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  concBtions 
which  present  extraordinoy  rides  or 
costs.  Under  section  107(c)(5),  the 
Ckrinmission  issued  a  final  rei^ation 
designating  natural  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations  as  high-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  [Mice  (18  CFR 
271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  Jurisdictioiial  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
final  order  adt^Rs  the  recommardation 
of  the  New  Mexico  Oil  and  Gas 
Conservation  Division  that  tiie  Pictured 
Cliffs  Formation  be  designated  as  a  ti^ 
formation  under  §  271703(d). 

EFFECnvB  date:  This  rule  is  eff^ve 
December  16 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Leslie  Lawner.  (20^  357-8307  or  Victor 
Zabel  (20^  357-8616 
SUP»tBmNTARY  mTORMATIONl 

Issued:  December  16 1961. 

The  Commission  hereby  amends 
§  271.703(d)  of  its  regulations  to  include 
the  Pictu^  Cliffs  Formation  in  New 
Mexico  as  a  designated  tight  formation 
eligible  for  incentive  pricing  imder 
§  271.703.  The  amendment  was  proposed 
in  a  Notice  of  proposed  Rulemaking  by 
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the  Director,  OPPR,  issued  October  2, 

1981  (46  FR  50085,  October  9, 1981)' 
based  on  a  recommendation  by  the  new 
Mexico  Oil  Conservation  Division  (New 
Mexico)  in  accordance  with  §  271.703(c) 
that  the  Pictured  Cliffs  Formation  be 
designated  as  a  tight  formation. 

Evidence  submitted  by  New  Mexico 
supports  the  assertion  that  the  Pictured 
Cliffs  Formation  meets  the  guidelines 
contained  in  §  271.703(c)(2).  The 
Commission  adopts  the  New  Mexico 
recommendation. 

The  amendment  shall  become 
effective  immediately.  The  Commission 
has  found  that  the  public  interest 
dictates  that  new  natural  gas  supplies 
be  developed  on  an  expedited  basis, 
and,  therefore,  incentive  prices  should 
be  made  available  as  soon  as  possible. 
The  need  to  make  incentive  prices 
immediately  available  establishes  good 
cause  to  waive  the  thirty-day 
publication  period. 

(Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  7101  et  seq.;  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978, 15  U.S.C.  3101-3342;  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  553) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
271  of  Subchapter  H,  Chapter  I,  Title  18, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below,  effective 
December  16, 1981. 

By  the  Commission. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

PART  271— CEILING  PRICES 

Section  271.703(d)  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  subparagraph  (62)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  271.703  Tight  formations. 
***** 

[A]  Designated  tight  formations.  *  *  * 

(62)  Pictured  Cliffs  Formation  in  New 
Mexico.  RM79-76  (New  Mexico-7). 

(i)  Delineation  of  formation.  The 
Pictured  Cliffs  Formation  is  found  in  the 
San  Juan  Basin  and  underlies  portions  of 
Townships  30  and  31  North,  Ranges  7 
and  8  West,  and  Township  31  North, 
Range  6  West,  NMPM,  in  San  Juan  and 
Rio  Arriba  Counties,  New  Mexico. 

(ii)  Depth.  The  average  depth  to  the 
top  of  the  Pictured  Cliffs  Formation  is 
approximately  3,^  feet.  The  thickness 
of  the  Pictured  Cliffs  Formation  ranges 
from  150  to  250  feet. 

|FR  Dog.  81-36762  Filed  12-23-61: 8:45  am| 
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'  Comments  were  invited  and  one  comment 
supporting  the  recommendation  was  received.  No 
party  requested  a  hearing  and  no  hearing  was  held. 


18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  No.  RM79-76  (Texas-ll);  Order  No. 
199] 

HigIvCost  Gas  Produced  From  Tight 
Formations;  Texas 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  DOE. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  is  authorized  by 
section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natural  gas  as  high-cost  gas 
vvhere  the  Commission  determines  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  conditions 
which  present  extraordinary  risks  or 
costs.  Under  section  107(c)(5),  the 
Commission  issued  a  ffnal  regulation 
designating  natiu'al  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations  as  high-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
final  order  adopts  the  recommendation 
of  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Texas 
that  the  Wilcox  Formation  be 
designated  as  a  tight  formation  under 
§  271.703(d). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rule  is  effective 
December  16, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 

Leslie  Lawner,  (202)  357-8307  or  Walter 
Lawson,  (202)  357-^56. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Issued:  December  16, 1981. 

The  Commission  hereby  amends 
§  271.703(d)  of  its  regulations  include  the 
Wilcox  Formation  in  Texas  as  a 
designated  tight  formation  eligible  for 
incentive  pricing  under  §  271.703.  The 
amendment  was  proposed  in  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  by  the  Director, 
OPPR,  issued  July  24, 1981  (46  FR  38935, 
July  30, 1981)'  based  on  a 
recommendation  by  the  Railroad 
Commission  of  Texas  (Texas)  in 
accordance  with  §  271.703(c)  that  the 
Wilcox  Formation  be  designated  as  a 
tight  formation. 

Evidence  submitted  by  Texas 
supports  the  assertion  that  the  Wilcox 
Formation  meets  the  guidelines 
contained  in  §  271.703(c)(2).  The 
Commission  adopts  the  Texas 
recommendation. 

This  amendment  shall  become 
effective  immediately.  The  Commission 
has  found  that  the  public  interest 

'  Comments  were  invUed  and  one  favorable 
comment  was  received.  No  party  requested  a  public 
hearing  and  no  hearing  was  held. 


dictates  that  new  natural  gas  supplies 
be  developed  on  an  expedited  basis, 
and,  therefore,  incentive  price  should  be 
made  available  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
need  to  make  incentive  prices  available 
immediately  establishes  good  cause  to 
waive  the  thirty-day  publication  period. 

(Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  7101  et  seq.;  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978, 15  U.S.C.  3301-3342;  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  553) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
271  of  Subchapter  H,  Chapter  I,  Title  18, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below,  effective 
December  16, 1981. 

By  the  Commission. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Acting  Secretary. 

PART  271— CEIUNG  PRICES 

Section  271.703(d)  is  amended  by 
adding  new  subparagraph  (63)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§271.703  Tight  formations. 
***** 

(d)  Designated  tight  formations.  *  *  * 
(63)  The  Wilcox  Formation  in  Texas. 
RM79-76  (Texas-11). 

(i)  Delineation  of  formation.  The 
Wilcox  Formation  is  found  in  the  area  of 
the  Aviators,  N.  (12,000)  Field,  Webb 
County,  Texas,  and  is  within  a  2.5  mile 
radius  around  the  Pennzoil  Producing 
Company  No.  53-1  B.M.T. — ^Alice  B.  Hall 
well,  and  covers  approximately  19.6 
square  miles. 

(ii)  Depth.  The  top  of  the  Wilcox 
Formation  is  at  approximately  —11,085 
feet  subsea  and  is  114  feet  thick. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36763  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am| 
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PENSION  BENEFIT  GUARANTY 
CORPORATION 


29  CFR  Part  2621 

Limitation  on  Guaranteed  Benefits 

agency:  Pension  Benefit  Guaranty 
Corporation. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  to  the 
Limitation  on  Guaranteed  Benefits 
regulation  contains  the  maximum 
guaranteeable  pension  benefit  that  may 
be  paid  by  the  Pension  Benefit  Guaranty 
Corporation  (“PBGC")  under  Title  IV  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  as  amended 
(“ERISA”),  to  a  plan  participant  in  a 
covered  pension  plan  which  terminates 
in  1982.  Section  4022(b)(3)(B)  of  ERISA 
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provides  that  the  maximum  benefit 
guaranteeable  by  PBGC  is  based  on  the  ' 
Social  Security  Administration 
contribution  and  benefit  base.  This 
amendment  updates  the  maximum 
guaranteeable  benefit  for  1982  based  on 
the  Social  Security  Administration 
contribution  and  benefit  base  that  is  to 
be  used  for  this  purpose. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  24, 1961. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Nina  R.  Hawes,  Staff  Attorney, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  Pension 
Benefit  Guaranty  Corporation,  2020  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20006, 
202-254-3010. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

February  11, 1978,  the  Pension  Benefit 
Guaranty  Corporation  (’TBGC’) 
puUished  a  final  rule  on  the  Limitation 
on  Guaranteed  Benefits  (29  CFR  Part 
2609,  now  recodified  as  29  CFR  Part 
2671).  That  rule  set  forth  the  method  of 
calculating  the  maximum  guaranteeable 
benefit,  as  set  forth  in  section 
4022(bK3KB)  of  the  Employee 
Retirement  Income  Security  Act  of  1974, 
29  U.S.C.  1001  et  seq.  (1976),  as  amended 
by  the  Multiemployer  Pension  Plan 
Amendments  Act  of  1980,  Pub.  L.  No.  96- 
364.  94  Stat.  1208  (“ERISA”)-  Under  29 
CFR  2621.3(aK2},  the  maximum  benefit  is 
“$750  multiplied  by  the  finction 

X 

$13,200  ' 

where  ‘x’  is  the  Social  Security 
contribution  and  benefit  base 
determined  under  S  230  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  in  effect  on  the  date  of 
termination  of  the  plan.” 

In  the  1977  Amendments  to  the  Social 
Security  Act  (“SSA”),  special  increases 
were  added  to  the  contribution  and 
benefit  base.  However,  the  amended 
SSA  specifically  states  that,  for  the 
purpose  of  section  4022(b)(3KBl  of 
ERISA,  the  contribution  and  benefit 
base  for  each  year  after  1976  would  be 
the  base  that  would  have  been 
determined  for  such  year  if  the  special 
increases  had  not  been  made.  42  U.S.C. 
430(d)  (1976  Ed.,  Supp.  III). 

On  January  23, 1981,  the  TOGC  issued 
a  final  regulation  (46  ITt  7323)  which 
added  an  appendix  to  the  Limitation  on 
Guaranteed  Benefits  regulation.  The 
appendix  lists  the  maximum 
guaranteeable  benefit  payable  by  the 
PBGC  to  participants  in  plans  that  have 
terminated  each  year  since  ERISA  went 
into  effect.  This  amendment  updates  the 
appendix  for  plans  that  terminate  in 
1982. 

The  PBGC  has  been  notified  by  the 
Social  Security  Administration  that  the 
contribution  and  benefit  base  for  1962 
which  is  to  be  used  to  calculate  the 


PBGC  maximum  guaranteeable  benefits 
is  $24,300.  Accordingly,  applying  the 
formula  under  section  4022(b)(3)(B)  of 
ERISA,  the  PBGC  has  determined  ^at 
the  maximum  benefit  guaranteeable  by 
PBGC  in  1982  will  be  $1380.68  per  month 
in  the  form  of  a  life  annuity  commencing 
at  age  65  or  the  actuarial  equivalent  of 
$1380.68  payable  in  a  different  form  or 
commencing  at  a  different  age. 

Because  the  maximum  guaranteeable 
benefit  is  determined  according  to  the 
fmmola  in  section  4022(b)(3)(B)  of 
ERISA,  and  this  amenc^ent  makes  no 
change  in  its  method  of  calculation,  but 
simply  lists  the  1962  maximum 
guaranteeable  boiefit  amount  for  the 
publicfs  knowledge,  the  TOGC  finds  that 
notice  of  and  public  comment  on  this 
amendment  are  impracticable  and 
unnecessary.  Moreover,  because  the 
1982  maximum  guaranteeable  benefit  is 
effective,  under  the  statute,  at  the  time 
that  the  Social  Security  contribution  and 
benefit  base  is  effective,  Le.,  January  1, 
1982,  and  is  not  dependent  on  the 
issuance  of  this  regulation,  the  PGBC 
finds  that  good  cause  exists  for  making 
this  amendment  effective  immediately. 

The  PBGC  has  determined  that  this 
amendment  to  the  Limitation  (m 
Guaranteed  Benefits  r^ulation  in  not  a 
“major  rule”  under  the  criteria  set  fexth 
by  ^ecutive  Order  12291,  February  17. 
1961  (46  FR 13193)  because  it  will  not 
result  in  an  annual  effect  on  the 
economy  of  $100  million  or  more,  a 
major  increase  in  costs  for  consumers  or 
individual  industries,  or  significant 
adverse  effects  on  competition, 
employment,  investment,  prockictivity, 
innovation  or  competition. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
2621  of  Chapter  XXVI,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  hereby  amended  to  read 
as  follows; 

PART  2621~UMfTATION  ON 
GUARANTEED  BENEFITS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  2621 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  4002(b)(3k  4022(b),  Pub.  L. 
S3-406.  88  StaL  1004, 1016-18,  (1974).  as 
amended  by  secs.  403(1),  403(c),  aad  102,  Pub. 
L  96-364.  94  StaL  1302, 130a  1215  (1980)  (29 
ILSX:.  1302, 1322). 

2.  Appendix  A  to  Part  2621  is 
amend^  by  adding  the  following  entry 
to  the  taMe  to  read  as  follows: 

Appendix  A  to  Part  2821 — Maximum 
Guaranteeable  Monthly  Benefit 

The  following,  table  lists  year  the 
maximum  guaranteeable  monthly  benefit 
payable  in  the  form  of  a  life  annuity 
commencing  at  age  65  as  described  by 
i  2621.3(8)(2)  to  a  participant  in  a  phm  that 
temmaled  in  ftat  yean 
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guaran- 

Vew  taaaUe 

moniMy 
benen 


1962 _ _ stjsoes 


Robert  E.  Nagle. 

Executive  Director,  Pension  Benefit  Guaranty 
Corporation. 

|FR  Doc.  m-96675  Tiled  12-23-81:  845  amt 

BILLING  CODE  TTOS-OI-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
32CFRPart70 

Discharge  Review  Boards;  Rules 
Pertaining  to  Procedures  for  Obtaining 
Copies  of  Military  Records 

agency:  Department  of  Defense. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  amends  Department 
of  Defense  rules  currently  in  effect  for 
Discharge  Review  Boards  (DRBs)  by 
clarifying  the  procedures  for  obtaming 
copies  of  military  records  incident  to 
discharge  review.  The  amendment  is 
intended  to  insure  that  applicants  or 
prospective  applicants  to  the  Disidiarge 
Review  Boards  of  the  military  services 
are  fully  aware  of  the  need  to  request 
copies  of  military  records  they  desire  for 
their  discharge  review  prior  to 
submitting  an  application  for  discharge 
review  and  of  the  consequences  for  an 
applicant  of  requesting  unitary  records 
aher  a  request  for  discharge  review  is 
submitted. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  2b  1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Francis  X.  Plant,  Director, 
Department  of  the  Army,  Mifitary 
Review  Boards  Agency,  H(^A, 
Washington.  D.G  20310  (Phone  (202) 
697-9641). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

August  27, 1981,  the  Department  of 
Defense,  acting  through  the  Director  of 
the  Department  of  the  Army  Military 
Review  Boards  Agency,  pubHshed  in  the 
Federal  Register  (48  FR  43185)  as  a 
proposed  rde  this  amendment  to 
Discharge  Review  Board  rules 
pertainh^  to  procedtues  for  obtaining 
copies  of  military  records  incident  to 
discharge  review.  The  basis  and  pwpose 
of  the  amendment  are  contained  in  the 
supplementary  information  then 
published  with  the  proposed  rule  and 
will  not  be  repeated  h^.  The  pn^wsed 
rule  invited  interested  persons  to  submit 
comments  for  consideratioa  in 
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connection  with  its  adoption.  Comments 
from  the  National  Association  of 
Concerned  Veterans  (NACV)  were 
received  and  considered  in  the 
rulemaking. 

The  NACV’s  comments  basically 
address  three  points  applicable  to  the 
proposed  rule:  (1)  failure  of  the  proposed 
rule  to  address  the  promptness  with 
which  records  are  to  be  disclosed;  (2) 
lack  of  precision  regarding  “the  degree 
of  delay  in  DBR  decisionmaking  that 
will  result  from  requesting  records  while 
an  application  is  pending;”  and  (3) 
alleged  inconsistency  of  certain 
language  in  the  proposed  rule  with  the 
stipulation  of  voluntary  dismissal  in 
O'Shea  v.  Secretary  of  Defense,  Civ.  No. 
81-1084  (D.D.C.  July  16, 1981). 

Regarding  the  Hrst  point,  the  NACV 
asserts  in  its  comments: 

By  statements  like  “[a]pplicants  are 
strongly  encouraged  to  submit  any  request  for 
military  records  prior  to  applying  *  *  *  in 
order  to  avoid  substantial  delays  in 
processing  *  *  *”  (emphasis  added),  the 
proposed  regulations  imply  that  a  substantial 
amount  of  time  will  elapse  before  requested 
records  are  released. 

*  *  *  [W]e  urge  DoD  to  adopt  final 
regulations  whi^  specify  that  records  will  be 
disclosed  in  compliance  with  the  timetable 
set  forth  in  the  FOIA.  Without  an  amendment 
of  this  type,  there  will  be  a  significant 
probability  that  records  will  not  be  disclosed 
in  compliance  with  the  FOIA  *  *  * 

The  Department  of  Defense  disagrees. 
The  substantial  delays  referred  to  in  the 
proposed  rule  are  delays  related  to 
processing  applications  for  discharge 
review  and  scheduling  reviews,  not 
delays  related  to  responding  to  requests 
for  records  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  (FOIA).  Further, 
Department  of  Defense  and  military 
department  regulations  pertaining  to 
FOIA  already  prescribe  prompt  action 
on  FOIA  requests.  See,  e.g.,  32  CFR  Part 
286  (1980)  (Department  of  Defense);  32 
CFR  Part  518  (1980)  (Army).  Finally, 
none  of  the  DRBs  have  received  any 
complaints  regarding  the  promptness 
with  which  they  provide  requested 
records. 

In  urging  their  second  point,  that  the 
proposed  rule  should  be  more  precise 
regarding  the  degree  of  delay  in  DBR 
decisionmaking  that  will  result  from 
requesting  records  while  an  application 
is  still  pending,  NACV  stated  in  part: 

Regulations  specifying  the  degree  of  delay 
which  can  generally  be  expected  are 
appropriate  for  two  important  reasons.  The 
first  reason  relates  to  DoD's  interest,  already 
reflected  in  the  proposed  regulations,  to 
encourage  prospective  applicants  who  desire 
their  records  to  request  them  before  applying. 
The  more  precise  the  regulations  are  about 
the  delay  that  can  be  expected,  the  more 
likely  it  will  be  that  prospective  applicants 


will  be  impressed  with  the  need  to  request 
records  before  applying. 

The  second  reason  is  to  provide  applicants 
who  have  not  requested  their  records  yet 
with  enough  information  for  them  to  make  a 
knowing  and  intelligent  decision  concerning 
whether  to  request  them  •  *  * 

For  the  foregoing  two  reasons,  we  urge  that 
the  degree  of  delay  that  can  generally  be 
expected  in  various  situations  be  specified  in 
*  *  *  the  regulations  that  are  finally  adopted. 

The  Department  of  Defense  views  this 
suggestion  as  impracticable  and 
undesirable.  It  is  virtually  impossible  for 
the  Department  of  Defense  to  predict 
with  any  precision  what  delay  in  DRB 
decisionmaking  will  result  in  individual 
cases  from  requesting  records  while  an 
application  to  a  DRB  is  pending.  There 
are  simply  too  many  variables  involved. 
Each  military  department  has  its  own 
DRB  and  each  of  these  DRBs  offer  up  to 
five  different  modes  of  discharge  review 
including  review  by  traveling  review 
boards,  the  itineraries  of  which  depend 
on  the  number  of  applications  pending 
at  any  given  time  from  certain  areas  of 
the  country.  The  DRBs  handle  from 
approximately  15,000  to  20,000 
applications  a  year.  The  delay  caused 
by  a  request  for  records  will  depend  on 
the  DRB  involved,  the  number  of 
applications  before  the  DRB,  the  mode 
of  review  requested,  and  the  itineraries 
of  the  traveling  review  boards.  Further, 
applications  must  go  through  a  number 
of  processing  steps  prior  to  review,  and 
the  effect  of  a  request  for  records  will 
vary  depending  on  at  what  stage  of 
processing  the  application  is  when  the 
request  is  made.  Also,  the  delay  a 
request  for  records  causes  will  vary 
depending  on  the  number  of  other 
requests  for  records  made  at  about  the 
same  time.  Finally,  the  delay  involved 
will  vary  depending  on  the  resources 
available  to  the  DRBs  at  a  particular 
time.  In  short,  there  are  so  many 
circumstances  involved,  which  will  vary 
over  time,  that  any  prediction  regarding 
delay  beyond  a  prediction  of  a 
substantial  delay  in  some  cases  would 
be  meaningless. 

In  addition,  even  if  it  were  possible  to 
predict  the  delay  involved  for  particular 
applicants  who  request  their  records, 
making  a  particular  amount  of  delay 
part  of  a  nile  that  is  binding  on  the  DRBs 
would  defeat  an  important  purpose  of 
the  proposed  rule,  which  is  to  encourage 
requests  for  records  prior  to  applying  for 
discharge  review  so  that  the  limited 
resources  at  the  DRBs  headquarters  are 
not  overtaxed.  If  the  DRBs  were  held  to 
a  fixed  schedule  of  delays  due  to 
requests  for  records,  some  potential 
applicants  would  have  no  incentive  for 
requesting  their  records  before  applying 
for  discharge  review  and  often  might 


wait  to  request  their  records  from  the 
DRBs.  As  a  result,  the  DRB  headquarters 
would  have  to  divert  scarce  resources 
from  their  primary  mission  to  respond  to 
requests  for  records. 

NACV’s  third  point  concerned  the 
statement  in  the  proposed  rule  that 
following  copying  of  requested  records 
“(pjrocessing  of  the  application  (for 
discharge  review]  shall  then  be  resumed 
at  whatever  stage  of  the  discharge 
review  process  is  practicable.”  NACV 
asserted  that  this  language  was 
“contrary  to  the  understanding  reached 
by  counsel  for  the  parties  in  the  O’Shea 
litigation.”  DoD  strongly  disagrees.  The 
questioned  language  is  not  contrary  to 
the  stipulation  of  voluntary  dismissal  in 
O’Shea  v.  Secretary  of  Defense,  Civ.  No. 
81-1084  (DD.C.  July  16, 1981).  Further, 
the  language  questioned  is  no  more  than 
a  commonsense  statement  of  the 
obvious.  Certainly,  no  one  could  argue 
the  converse — that  the  DRBs  should  be 
obligated  to  resume  processing  of 
applications  at  a  stcige  of  the  discharge 
review  process  that  is  impracticable. 
Such  a  requirement  would  not  only  be 
extremely  inefficient  for  the  DRBs,  since 
they  handle  15,000-20,000  applications 
per  year,  but  would  be  unfair  because  it 
would  slow  down  processing  and 
review  of  the  applications  of  the  great 
majority  of  applicants  who  request  their 
records  in  a  timely  manner. 

The  NACV  also  opined  in  their 
comments  that  DoD  misperceived  the 
extent  of  the  adverse  affect  that  its  prior 
policy  on  requesting  records  had  on  DRB 
applicants.  NACV  indicated  that  it  and 
the  Veterans  Education  Project  had 
received  a  “flood  of  complaints” 
regarding  the  practice.  Department  of 
Defense  notes  that  the  DRBs  have 
frequent  contact  with  all  who  practice  or 
appear  before  them  and  frequently 
receive  comments  and  suggestions  about 
DRB  procedures.  The  DRBs  have 
received  few  complaints  about  their 
procedures  for  obtaining  records.  Also, 
it  is  significant  that  following 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of  the 
proposed  amendment  to  the  DRB 
procedures,  DoD  received  only  NACV’s 
comment.  Given  these  circumstances, 
DoD  believes  the  perception  that  its 
procedures  for  obtaining  military 
records  fixim  the  DRBs  have  caused  no 
problems  to  the  majority  of  DRB 
applicants  to  be  an  accurate  one. 

Finally,  NACV  made  some 
suggestions  in  their  proposed  comments 
about  forms  and  procedures  for 
requesting  military  records  prior  to 
applying  for  discharge  review.  These 
comments  basically  suggested  that  the 
procedures  and  Department  of  Defense 
(DD  Form  293)  be  modified:  (1)  to  allow 
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applicants  to  request  records  at  the 
same  time  they  apply  for  discharge 
review  and  (2)  to  impress  upon 
applicants  the  desirability  of  requesting 
their  military  records.  These  comments 
in  part  exceed  the  scope  of  the  present 
proposed  rulemaking  because  military 
records  of  former  servicemembers  are 
maintained  at  the  National  Personnel 
Records  Center  (NPRC)  in  St.  Louis  by 
the  General  Services  Administration 
(GSA).  The  GSA  has  authority  to 
prescribe  the  procedures  for  requesting 
these  records  prior  to  applying  for 
discharge  review.  The  procedures  are 
repeated  in  DoD  regulations  for 
information  purposes.  Further,  there  are 
dii^culties  with  NACV’s  suggestion  that 
the  DD  Form  293  be  modibed  so  that 
DRB  applicants  may  request  records  by 
checking  a  box  on  the  form  indicating 
they  want  copies  of  their  records.  The 
GSA  requires  the  General  Services 
Standard  Form  (GSSF)  180  and  the 
information  contained  on  it  to  act  on 
requests  for  records  and  uses  the  GSSF 
180  for  many  requests  for  records 
besides  those  of  DRB  applicants.  The 
DRBs  require  the  DD  Form  293  and  the 
information  on  it  for  processing  DRB 
applications.  Use  by  the  DRBs  of  one 
form  for  two  distinct  purposes  and  by 
GSA  of  two  different  forms  for  one 
purpose  would  create  substantial 
administrative  problems  for  the  GSA 
and  the  DRBs. 

The  Department  of  Defense  is 
contemplating  changes  to  DD  Form  293 
which  would  include  a  statement 
strongly  encouraging  applicants  to 
request  military  records  prior  to,  rather 
than  after,  applying  for  diiicharge 
review.  This  statement  would  be  more 
prominent  than  that  on  the  current  form. 
The  change  would  be  in  conjunction 
with  other  changes  to  the  form  and 
requires  the  approval  of  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget. 

However,  the  Department  of  Defense 
does  not  believe  it  desirable  as  part  of 
this  change  to  advise  all  potential 
applicants  to  request  copies  of  their 
military  records  if  they  intend  to  apply 
for  discharge  review.  In  many  cases 
applicants  do  not  dispute  the  accuracy 
of  information  in  their  records  or  the 
propriety  of  their  discharges  but  instead 
request  the  DRBs  to  review  their  records 
and  upgrade  their  discharges  on 
equitable  grounds  such  as  mitigating 
factors  not  necessarily  reflected  in  ^e 
records.  The  Department  of  Defense 
believes  it  is  unwarranted  to  encourage 
every  applicant  to  request  his  records 
and  have  the  government  spend  a  great 
deal  of  money  unnecessarily  when  many 
applicants  do  not  want  or  need  their 


records  and  only  a  few  individuals  have 
had  problems  in  this  area. 

Based  on  the  above,  the  Department 
of  Defense  has  determined  that  no 
significant  changes  need  to  be  made  to 
the  proposed  rule.  However,  based  on 
further  internal  review,  the  Department 
of  Defense  has  decided  to  add  a 
sentence  at  the  end  of  the  rule  that  gives 
further  information  concerning  present 
DRB  practice  in  making  records 
available.  The  sentence  makes  clear 
that  applicants  and  counsel  will  have 
access  to  applicants'  personnel  records 
at  their  scheduled  review  site  prior  to 
the  review. 

PART  70— DISCHARGE  REVIEW 
BOARDS  (DRBs)  PROCEDURES  AND 
STANDARDS 

Accordingly.  32  CFR  70.5  is  amended 
by  revising  paragraph  (b)(9)(i)  as 
follows: 

§  70.5  Discharge  review  procedures. 

(b)  *  *  * 

(9)  *  *  * 

(i)  Prior  to  applying  for  discharge 
review,  potential  applicants  or  their 
designated  representatives  may  obtain 
copies  of  their  military  personnel 
records  by  submitting  a  General 
Services  Administration  Standard  Form 
180,  Request  Pertaining  to  Military 
Records,  to  the  National  Personnel 
Records  Center  (NPRC),  9700  Page 
Boulevard,  St  Louis,  Mo.  62132.  Once 
the  application  for  discharge  review  (DD 
Form  293)  is  submitted,  an  applicant’s 
military  records  are  forwarded  to  the 
DRBs  where  they  cannot  be  reproduced. 
Submission  of  a  request  for  an 
applicant’s  military  records  (including  a 
request  pursuant  to  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  or  Privacy  Act)  after  the 
DD  Form  293  has  been  submitted  shcdl 
automatically  result  in  the  temporary 
suspension  of  processing  of  the 
application  for  discharge  review  until 
the  requested  records  are  sent  to  an 
appropriate  location  for  copying,  are 
copied,  and  are  returned  to  die 
possession  of  the  headquarters  of  the 
DRB.  Processing  of  the  application  shall 
then  be  resumed  at  whatever  stage  of 
the  discharge  review  process  is 
practicable.  Applicants  are  strongly 
encouraged  to  submit  any  request  for 
their  military  records  prior  to  applying 
for  discharge  review  rather  than  after 
submitting  DD  Form  293  in  order  to 
avoid  substantial  delays  in  processing  of 
applications  and  scheduling  of  reviews. 
Applicants  and  their  counsel  also  may 
examine  their  military  personnel  records 
at  the  site  of  their  scheduled  review 
prior  to  the  review.  DRBs  shall  notify 
applicants  of  the  dates  of  availability  of 


the  records  for  examination  in  their 
standard  scheduling  information. 

(5  U.S.C.  552. 10  U.S.a  133. 10  U.S.C  138. 10 
U.S.C  1553,  and  delegations  of  authority  from 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  for  Manpower,  Reserve 
Affairs,  and  Logistics) 

Dated:  December  17. 1981. 

Francis  X.  Plant, 

Director.  Department  of  the  Army.  Military 
Review  Boards  Agency. 

|FR  Doc.  81-30677  Filed  12-23-81. 8:45  ami 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Gu»tl 
33  CFR  Part  84 
tCGO  81-0081 

Annex  I  to  Inland  Navigation  Rules; 
Positioning  and  Technical  Details  of 
Lights  and  Shapes 

agency:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Coast  Guard  is  issuing 
regulations  setting  out  the  positioning 
and  technical  details  for  the  vessel 
navigation  lights  and  shapes  prescribed 
by  the  Inland  Navigational  Rules  Act  of 
1980.  These  regulations  give  the  details 
needed  by  a  vessel  to  comply  with  this 
law.  The  regulations  will  enhance  the 
mariner’s  ability  to  detect  and  identify 
vessels  and  their  courses  at  night. 
EFFECTIVE  OATES:  The  effective  date  of 
these  regulations  is  December  24, 1981, 
except  for  the  Great  Lakes.  The  effective 
date  for  the  Great  Lakes  will  be 
announced  in  a  later  notice. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Chris  Liana,  Project  Manager.  Office 
of  Navigation,  Room  1606,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Headquarters,  2100  Second  Street 
S.W..  Washii^on.  DC  20593,  (202)  426- 
4958. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking  on  this  subject 
was  published  on  July  16, 1981  (46  FR 
37002).  Interested  persons  were  given 
until  September  14, 1981  to  submit 
conunents. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  rulemaking  are  Mr.  Chris 
Liana,  Project  Manager,  Office  of 
Navigation,  and  Lieutenant  Michael 
Tagg,  Project  Attorney,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel. 

Discussion  of  Effective  Dates 

The  effective  date  for  the  new  Inland 
Navigation  Rules  is  December  24, 1981, 
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on  all  inland  waters  except  for  the  Great 
Lakes,  for  which  the  effective  date  has 
not  yet  been  established.  The  former 
date  was  established  by  the  Inland 
Navigational  Rules  Act  of  1980.  The 
effective  date  for  the  Great  Lakes, 
however,  will  be  established  in  the  next 
several  months  in  coordination  with  the 
Canadian  government.  The  new  Inland 
Navigation  Rules  incorporate  the 
requirements  of  this  regulatory  Annex 
by  reference.  The  effective  dates  for  this 
Annex  must  coincide  with  the  effective 
dates  for  the  Inland  Navigation  Rules, 
therefore  good  cause  exists  for  making 
this  rule  effective  in  less  than  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Discussion  of  Comments  ' 

Comments  from  approximately  20 
sources  were  received.  Not  all 
comments  were  limited  to  Annex  I  or 
took  a  clear  position  on  the  proposed 
rule.  A  number  of  comments  were 
generally  in  favor  of  the  rulemaking  and 
a  number  were  generally  opposed.  There 
were  a  few  comments  on  the  new 
statutory  Inland  Navigation  Rules.  A 
discussion  of  the  specific  comments 
follows. 

One  commenter  opposed  the  use  of 
the  metric  system  of  measurement.  The 
metric  system  is  used  in  the 
International  Navigation  Rules  and  their 
Annexes  and  in  the  Inland  Navigation 
Rules.  Use  of  another  system  in  the 
Inland  Rules  Aimex  I  would  create 
confusion  and  would  be  inei^cient.  Use 
of  the  metric  system  is  consistent  with 
the  Metric  Conversion.  Act  of  1975  and 
follows  United  States  metrification 
policy. 

Two  commenters  representing  the 
Western  Rivers  towboat  industry 
requested  an  extension  of  the  comment 
period.  Because  the  towboat  industry 
has  provided  a  great  deal  of  input  on 
this  rulemaking  (through  written 
comments  and  through  the  Rules  of  the 
Road  Advisory  Committee  and  the 
Towing  Safety  Advisory  Committee), 
and  since  such  an  extension  would 
delay  publication  of  the  final  rule 
beyond  the  December  24  effective  date 
of  the  new  Inland  Rules,  we  did  not 
grant  their  request.  One  of  the 
commenters  requesting  a  time  extension 
submitted  eight  pages  of  comments  on 
the  proposed  Annex  I. 

Section  84.01  Definitions 

One  commenter  asked  that  the 
regulations  be  modified  to  permit  the 
carriage  of  navigation  lights  designed  for 
larger  vessels  on  smaller  classes  of 
vessels.  This  has  not  always  been 
permitted  under  Annex  I  to  the 
International  Rules  because  while  the 
lights  designed  for  larger  vessels  have 


more  than  enough  intensity  to  meet  the 
visibility  requirements  for  smaller 
vessels,  they  do  not  often  meet  all  the 
other  technical  requirements  for  lights 
used  on  smaller  vessels.  The  proposal  is 
being  modified  to  preclude  this  effect  for 
Inland  Rules  navigation  lights.  Lights 
meeting  the  requirements  for  larger 
vessels  will  be  in  compliance  with  the 
requirements  for  small  vessels. 

Rule  22  of  both  the  International  and 
the  Inland  Navigation  Rules  specifies 
the  visibility  of  navigation  lights  for  the 
various  vessel  size  ranges— the  larger 
the  vessel,  the  greater  the  visibility 
requirement  in  nautical  miles.  Annex  I 
gives  the  minimum  required  light 
intensities  which  correspond  to  the  Rule 
22  visibility  requirements.  Annex  I  also 
requires  that  the  light  intensity  drop  off 
rapidly  at  the  ends  of  the  arc  through 
which  the  light  is  supposed  to  shine.  The 
drafters  of  the  International  Rides 
recognized  that  it  is  very  difficult  to 
achieve  total  cut-off  at  ^e  ends  of  the 
sectors,  and  developed  the  term 
“practical  cut-off.  The  International 
Annex  I  did  not  define  practical  cut-off, 
but  instead  left  it  up  to  individual 
countries.  The  definitions  varied  among 
countries  and  with  time  as  experience 
was  gained. 

For  vessels  over  20  meters  in  length, 
the  United  States  had  used  10%  of 
minimum  required  intensity  as  the 
definition  of  practical  cut-off  for  the 
International  Rules.  This  definition  was 
adopted  for  the  proposed  Annex  I  to  the 
Inland  Navigation  Rules  as  well.  Use  of 
this  definition  results  in  a  different  but 
fixed  practical  cut-off  intensity  for  each 
size  range  of  vessel,  because  each  size 
range  has  its  own  minimum  required 
intensity  to  go  with  its  different 
visibility  requirement.  While  the  higher 
powered  lights  used  on  larger  vessels 
can  meet  the  practical  cut-off 
requirement  for  that  size  vessel,  they 
normally  cannot  also  meet  the  practical 
cut-off  requirements  for  smaller  vessel 
classes,  and  therefore  they  have  not 
been  approved  for  use  on  smaller 
vessels. 

The  larger  fixtures  could  be  made  to 
meet  the  smaller  vessel  cut-offs  if 
smaller  wattage  lamps  were  installed. 
This  would,  of  course,  reduce  the 
visibility.  Changing  the  definition  of 
practiced  cut-off  fiom  a  system  based  on 
the  minimum  required  intensity  for  each 
vessel  size  range  to  a  system  based  on 
the  largest  vessel  for  which  the  light  was 
designed  would  permit  a  light  approved 
for  a  given  size  range  of  vessel  to  be 
used  on  any  smaller  vessel,  because  the 
cut-off  would  be  related  to  the  light 
itself  rather  than  the  size  of  vessel.  We 
are  changing  the  definition  of  practical 
cut-off  in  the  final  rule  because  we 


believe  that  smaller  vessels  should  be 
allowed  to  use  brighter  lights  than 
required.  In  addition,  the  “10%”  has 
been  changed  to  “12.5%"  to  conform 
with  current  policy  for  inspected  vessel 
International  Rules  navigation  lights. 
These  changes  are  a  relaxation  since 
lights  which  would  meet  the  requirement 
of  the  proposal  will  in  all  cases  meet  the 
revised  requirement. 

A  separate  issue  is  the  definitioh  of 
practical  cut-off  for  small  vessels.  The 
proposed  definition  of  practical  cut-off 
for  vessels  less  than  20  meters  in  length 
was  taken  fi'om  the  proposed  regulations 
implementing  the  International  Rules 
Annex  I  for  smaller  vessels.  As  those 
proposed  regulations  are  now  being 
considered  for  withdrawal,  it  is  likely 
that  a  Coast  Guard  certification/ 
approval  program  for  small  vessel 
navigation  lights  will  not  be 
implemented  in  the  near  futme. 

Therefore,  the  definition  of  practical  cut¬ 
off  for  lights  for  vessels  less  than  20 
meters  in  length  is  being  deleted  from 
the  final  rule. 

Section  84.03  Vertical Poskioaing  and 
Spacing  of  Lights 

Three  commenters  objected  to  the 
proposed  requirement  in  paragraph 
(a)(2)  that  when  two  masthead  lights  are 
carried  the  after  one  shall  be  at  least 
two  meters  vertically  higher  than  the 
forward  one.  The  stated  reason  for  their 
objection  was  limited  bridge  clearance. 
This  constraint  was  noted  during  the 
drafting  of  the  proposal,  and  the  two 
meters  in  the  proposal  was  reduced 
from  the  4.5  meter  requirement 
contained  in  Annex  I  to  the 
International  Rules.  One  of  the 
commenters  suggested  that  the  after 
masthead  light  merely  be  “higher  than" 
the  forward  light.  One  of  the  others 
suggested  a  one  meter  requirement.  The 
third  offered  no  alternative. 

If  the  two  meter  vertical  hei^t 
requirement  does  indeed  cause  a  bridge 
clearance  problem,  it  could  be  remedied  ' 
by  installing  the  after  masthead  light  on 
a  telescoping  or  hinged  mast  The  entire 
mast  need  not  be  hinged,  just  the  upper 
offending  portion.  This  type  of 
installation  is  used  on  some  harbor 
tugboats  and  offhsore  supply  vessels. 
Although  this  type  of  mast  does  require 
manual  operation,  that  is  mitigated  by 
the  fact,  as  stated  by  one  of  the 
commenters,  that  Western  Rivers 
towboats  operate  at  mght  without  a  tow 
not  more  fiequently  th^  once  every  two 
weeks.  Masthead  lights  need  not  be 
displayed  at  other  times  on  the  Western 
Rivers. 

The  after  masthead  fight  is  placed 
higher  so  that  other  vessels  wifi  be  able 
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to  determine  the  approximate  heading 
by  observing  the  forward  and  after 
masthead  lights,  something  they  can 
only  do  if  they  are  able  to  tell  which 
light  is  on  the  forward  mast  and  which 
is  on  the  after  mast.  The  Coast  Guard 
feels  that  a  minimum  two  meter  vertical 
separation  is  needed  for  this  purpose. 

Section  84.03(d)  of  the  proposal 
contained  a  requirement  for  screening 
“if  necessary”  of  the  masthead  light  or 
optional  all-round  light  on  power-driven 
vessels  less  than  12  meters  in  length.  Six 
comments  were  received  on  this 
proposal.  Two  commenters  strongly 
supported  the  proposal  and  the  other 
four  commenters,  horn  the  boating 
industry,  were  against.  The  opposing 
comments  cited  backscatter  from  haze 
and  fog  as  being  a  problem,  and  said  the 
requirement  was  too  vague.  Two  of 
those  commenters  suggested  that  the 
requirement  be  made  more  specific  as 
an  alternative  to  deleting  it 

While  the  proposed  requirement  was 
not  intended  to  solve  all  night  vision 
problems,  it  was  expected  to 
substantially  reduce  the  problem  for 
those  vessels  where  the  white 
navigation  light  reflects  strongly  fi'om 
the  vessel  surfaces  in  fiunt  of  the 
operator.  Rule  6  recognizes  that  some 
backscatter  is  unavoidable  under 
certain  conditions  and  requires  that  in 
determining  the  safe  speed  for  a  vessel, 
the  presence  of  backscatter  fix>m  a 
vessel’s  own  lights  be  taken  into 
account. 

The  proposal  was  not  made  more 
specific  in  order  to  leave  the 
manufacturer  more  discretion.  As  a 
result  of  the  comments,  the  requirement 
is  being  made  more  specific,  while 
retaining  its  character  as  a  performance 
requirement.  The  requirement  is  also  * 
moved  to  S  84.09,  which  deals 
specifically  with  screens. 

Section  84.03(e]  of  the  proposal 
contained  a  requirement  for  a  two  meter 
vertical  separation  between  the  forward 
masthead  light  and  the  lowest  masthead 
light  on  the  after  mast  where  the 
multiple  masthead  lights  for  towing  are 
carried  on  the  after  mast.  The  language 
relating  to  the  carriage  of  multiple 
masthead  lights  on  the  forward  mast 
was  ambiguous.  This  paragraph  has 
been  rewritten  to  make  clear  that  the 
minimum  required  separation  is 
between  the  highest  forward  masthead 
light  and  the  lowest  after  masthead 
light. 

Section  84.03(f)(l]  contains  a 
requirement  that  masthead  lights  be 
placed  “above  and  clear  of  all  other 
lights  and  obstructions”.  One 
commenter  suggested  deleting  “above 
and”  from  the  requirement,  saying  that  it 
shouldn't  matter  if  an  obstruction  was 


above  a  masthead  light  as  long  as  it 
was  clear  of  it.  The  “above”  refers  first 
to  “other  lights”.  The  intent  is  to  make 
the  masthead  lights  the  most  noticeable. 
Paragraph  (f)(2)  makes  an  exception  for 
certain  all-round  lights,  where  lower 
placement  is  not  practicable. 
“Obstructions”  refers  to  objects  within 
the  prescribed  vertical  and  horizontal 
sectors  of  the  masthead  light.  If  an 
object  is  clear  of  the  navigation  light,  it 
is  not  an  obstruction,  even  though  it  may 
be  mounted  above  the  masthead  light. 

Section  84.03(g)  of  the  proposal 
required  that  the  sidelights  of  a  power- 
driven  vessel  be  placed  at  least  one 
meter  lower  than  the  forward  masthead 
light.  One  commenter  suggested  a  half 
meter  separation  and  another 
commenter  said  the  requirement  cduld 
be  met  if  dual  filament  lights  were 
allowed.  Both  comments  were  from  the 
Western  Rivers  towboat  industry.  The 
reasons  for  a  one  meter  separation 
rather  than  a  half  meter  separation  were 
discussed  in  the  preamble  to  the 
proposed  rule.  The  other  conunent 
involves  dual  filament  lights. 

This  type  of  light  is  not  required  by 
the  Inland  Navigation  Rules  or  by  this 
Annex,  but  is  used  voluntarily  on  some 
vessels  and  is  required  by  other 
regulations  on  certain  vessels.  Dual 
filament  lights  contain  in  a  single  fixture 
one  lamp  (light  bulb)  containing  two 
filaments— each  on  a  separate  electric 
circuit.  When  one  filament  burns  out, 
power  is  switched  on  to  Ae  second 
filament,  and  the  lamp  is  changed  at  a 
later  convenient  time.  ’The  commenter  is 
concerned  because  his  company 
voluntarily  uses  dual  filament  lights 
which  ordinarily  will  not  meet  all  of  the 
requirements  of  Annex  I. 

In  order  for  a  navigation  light  to  meet 
the  Annex  I  horizontal  sector 
requirements  (shine  through  the  proper 
arc),  the  light  source  (filament)  must  be 
positioned  in  a  prefocused  location.  In 
the  dual  filament  lights  of  the  type  that 
have  been  used  by  some  Western  Rivers 
towboats  at  least  one  of  the  filaments  is 
not  located  properly  within  the  light 
fixture.  Dual  filament  lights  can  meet  the 
requirement  if  fitted  with  large  screens 
(which  compensate  for  the  ofi-center 
filament),  but  Jthe  commenter  is 
apparently  unwilling  to  fit  screens  of  the 
necessary  size. 

Vessels  operating  under  the 
International  Navigation  Rules  which 
use  lights  of  a  similar  redundancy  have 
been  equipped  with  tandem  lights — two 
fixtures  mounted  one  on  top  of  the  other, 
each  with  a  separate  filament.  These 
lights  are  almost  twice  as  tall  as  the 
dual  filament  lights,  but  the  lights  on 
both  the  primary  and  the  secondary 
circuits  perform  equally  well.  In  a  sketch 


provided  by  the  commenter  to  show  the 
penalty  incurred  by  switching  to  tandem 
lights  (to  retain  redundancy),  the 
minimum  spacing  marked  indicated  a 
misinterpretation  of  the  requirements.  In 
measuring  vwtical  spacing  between 
lights,  the  distance  l^tween  the 
corresponding  lights  of  tandem  fixtures 
should  be  used,  rather  than  between  the 
upper  light  of  one  fixture  and  the  lower 
light  of  the  other  fixture.  If  this  system  of 
measurement  is  used,  the  overall  height 
should  not  be  increased  by  more  than 
about  25  centimeters  with  the  use  of 
tandem  lights,  which  the  Coast  Guard 
believes  is  not  excessive.  The  use  of 
redundant  source  light  fixtures  at  all,  of 
course,  is  not  required  by  the  Navigation 
Rules. 

Section  84.05  Horizontal  positioning 
and  spacing  of  lights. 

Three  comments  were  received  fiwm 
the  Western  Rivers  towboat  industry  on 
the  proposed  horizontal  spacing 
requirement  for  masthead  lights  on 
vessels  over  50  meters  in  length.  Under 
the  new  Inland  Navigation  Rules  (and 
the  International  Rules),  vessels  over  50 
meters  in  length  are  required  to  display 
a  forward  masthead  light  and  an  after 
masthead  light,  while  shorter  vessels 
need  only  display  a  single  masthead 
light  Under  Annex  I  to  the  International 
Navigation  Rules,  the  two  masthead 
lights  are  required  to  be  separated  by 
one-half  the  length  of  the  vessel.  'The 
proposed  Annex  I  to  the  Inland  Rules 
required  a  separation  of  at  least  one- 
quarter  of  the  length  of  the  vessel.  The 
horizontal  separation  proposed  by  the 
commenters  ranged  fi^m  2  to  2.5  meters. 
Rule  24  requires  that  towboats  on  the 
Western  Rivers  only  display  masthead 
lights  when  they  are  operating  without 
tows. 

The  purpose  of  the  separation  is  to 
give  other  vessels  an  indication  of  the 
heading — the  closer  together  the  two 
lights  appear,  the  closer  the  heading  is 
to  the  line  of  sight  and  the  further  apart 
the  two  lights  appear  to  be,  the  closer 
the  heading  is  to  a  perpendicular  to  the 
line  of  sight 

The  commenters  appeared  to  have 
downplayed  the  importance  on  Western 
Rivers  towboats  of  navigation  lights  in 
general  and  masthead  li^ts  in 
particular.  One  commenter  emphasized 
customary  practice  (involving  the  use  of 
radiotelephone)  between  towboats 
arranging  passing  maneuvers.  He  stated 
that  “Navigation  lights  in  River  Service 
are  useful  only  to  confirm  passing 
maneuvers  and  to  ‘see  how  the  other 
fellow  is  shaping  up’.”  (The  latter  point 
we  think  is  significant)  His  discussion 
centered  on  normal  passing  maneuvers 
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between  two  towboats  with  tows  and 
neglected  situations  involving  vessels 
other  than  towboats.  Navigation  lights 
are  for  the  primary  beneht  of  the  other 
vessel. 

The  Coast  Guard  considers  navigation 
lights  to  be  the  primary  night-time 
collision  avcudance  aid.  While  it  may  be 
true  that  towboats  with  tows  follow 
predictable  courses,  the  requirement  for 
masthead  lights  for  towboats  on  the 
Western  Rivers  applies  only  when  the 
towboats  are  operating  without  tows, 
and  then  they  are  likely  to  be 
maneuvering  and  crossing  channels.  It  is 
very  important  at  such  times  for  other 
vessels  to  know  the  towboat's  relative 
orientation  and  turn  rate. 

While  the  supplemental  use  of 
radiotelephone  and  radar  certainly 
enhance  the  safety  of  vessels  operating 
at  night,  these  aids  are  not  always 
rebable.  All  vessels  are  not  equipped 
with  radar  and  it  is  not  always  used  on 
vessels  that  are  so  equipped.  All  vessels 
do  not  have  a  radiotelephone  and  even 
when  vessels  attempt  to  contact  other 
vessels  by  radiotelephone,  they  are  not 
always  able  to  make  contact.  Such  a 
situation  led  to  the  collision  of  the 
Liberian  tankship  M/V  PINA  and  the 
towboat  MR.  PETE  on  the  Mississippi 
River  in  1979.  Contributing  to  this 
$3,265,000  accident  were  deficient 
navigation  lights  and  the  failure  of  the 
vessel  operators  to  establish  radio 
communications  after  repeated 
attempts. 

One  comment  was  that  the  after 
masthead  H^t  woidd  ^ine  into  the 
towboat’s  pilot  house.  This  is  not  a 
problem  unique  to  towboats  and  it  may 
be  remedied  by  installing  a  screen  to 
limit  the  downward  dispersion  of  light 

llie  one-quarter  hull  Iraigth  horizontal 
separation  was  proposed  after  the 
configuration  of  Western  Rivers 
towboats  had  been  studied.  A  set  of 
blueprints  was  submitted  during 
proposal  development  by  a 
representative  of  a  Western  Rivers 
towing  company  and  inmnber  of  the 
Rules  of  die  Road  Advisory  Committee. 
The  marked-up  plans  of  two  towboats, 
one  less  than  50  meters  in  length  and 
one  more  than  50  meters,  were  used  to  a 
considerable  degree  in  the  formulation 
of  the  proposed  Annex  1.  The  plans 
showed  the  existing  navigation  light 
positioning,  and  had  been  marked  up  to 
show  the  positioning  that  would  be 
required  under  the  International 
Navigation  Rules,  and  to  show  the 
company’s  proposed  changes  to  the 
International  Annex  I  to  create  the 
Inland  Annex  L  Their  proposed  changes 
included,  for  vessels  over  50  meters  in 
length,  a  horizontal  separation  between 
masthead  lights  of  one  quarter  of  the 


length  of  the  vessel  and  a  vertical 
separation  of  two  meters.  The  blueprint 
showed  an  existing  mast  of 
approximately  the  height  and  position 
needed  to  satisfy  the  proposed 
horizontal  and  vertical  positioning 
requirements  for  the  after  masthead 
light.  The  mast  was  mounted  at  the  after 
end  of  the  accommodations  below  the 
pilot  house.  (The  mast  is  used  to  mount 
the  after  all-round  range  light  required 
by  Rule  7  of  the  existing  Western  Rivers 
Navigation  Rules.  The  same  light  may 
double  as  an  anchor  li^t.) 

Further  investigation  has  shown  that 
similar  masts  are  not  uncommon  on 
large  Western  Rivers  towboats. 
However,  on  some  towboats  less  than 
60  meters  in  length  the  upper 
accommodations  (below  Ae  pilot  house) 
do  not  extend  as  far  aft.  On  vessels  of 
this  configuration,  the  after  mast  vrauld 
have  to  be  mounted  on  the  next  deck 
below  in  order  to  achieve  the  quarter 
hull  length  separation  proposed,  thereby 
resulting  in  a  more  costly  installation. 
Taking  into  account  rule  24(i)  which 
exempts  vessels  on  the  Western  Rivers 
from  the  requirement  of  displaying 
masthead  lights  while  pushing  ahead  or 
towing  alongside,  the  final  ru^  has 
balanced  cost  and  safety  somewhat  to 
permit  certain  vessels  on  the  Western 
Rivers  to  carry  their  masthead  lights  at  a 
reduced  horizontal  separation. 

The  final  rule  requires  a  minimum  10 
meter  masthead  light  separation  for 
vessels  50  to  66  meters  in  length  on  the 
Western  Rivers  and  retains  the  quarter 
hull  length  separation  requirement  for 
other  vessels.  The  Coast  Gum'd  believes 
the  2  to  2.5  meter  septaration  advocated 
by  the  commenters  is  inadequate  to  give 
other  vessels  reliable  information  on 
approximate  heading  and  tom  rate. 

Rule  38  grants  to  existing  vessels  less 
than  150  meters  in  length  a  permanent 
exemption  from  con^)hance  with  the 
Annex  I  horizcmtal  positioning 
requirements  for  masthead  li^ts.  The 
after  all-round  range  light  now  required 
by  Western  Rivers  rule  7  can  be  used  in 
lieu  of  an  after  masthead  light  and  stem 
light  for  nine  years  under  the  new  Inland 
Rule  38.  Therefore  there  will  be  no 
impact  due  to  this  provision  on  the 
approximately  135  existing  Western 
Rivers  towboats  over  50  meters  in  length 
(all  of  which  are  less  than  150  meters  in 
length). 

Section  84.09  Screens  for  Sidelights 

The  discussion  of  the  proposed 
§  84i)3(d)  concerning  screens  for  certain 
all-round  and  masthead  lights  stated 
that  that  part  of  the  proposal  relating  to 
screens  would  be  revised  and  moved  to 
this  section.  Accordingly,  to  better 
reflect  the  new  content  of  §  84.09,  the 


title  of  this  section  is  being  changed  to 
“Screens",  and  a  new  paragraph  is  being 
added. 

Section  94.11  Shapes 

The  proposal  adopted  exactly  the 
International  Rules  Annex  1  section  on 
day  shapes  and  so  included  a  definition 
of  a  “cylinder"  shape.  Under  the 
International  Rules,  this  shape  denotes  a 
vessel  constrained  by.draft  Because  the 
classification  “vessel  constrained  by  its 
draft"  was  not  carried  ovct  to  the  new 
Inland  Rules,  the  deflnition  for  the 
cylinder  shape  is  not  needed  and  so  is 
being  deleted  in  the  final  Annmt  I. 

Section  84. 15  Intensity  of  Lights 

One  commenter  said  the  visibility  of 
lights  for  inland  waters  should  not  be  as 
great  as  required  under  the  International 
Rules.  Another  commenter  said  they 
should  be  more  visible  because  of 
background  land-based  lights  and 
because  of  smog.  The  visibility 
requirements  were  established  in  Rule 
22  of  the  statutory  Inland  Rules  and 
cannot  be  changed  by  this  rulemaking. 
The  intensities  established  by  Annex  I 
correspond  to  the  visibilities  prescribed 
in  Rule  22  for  good  atmospheric 
conditions. 

Section  84.19  Vertical  Sectors 

One  commenter  asked  that  provision 
be  made  for  battery  powered  li^ts  used 
on  unmanned  barges.  Ihie  to  the 
limitations  in  battery  technology, 
unmanned  barge  lights  used  on 
International  Rules  waters  have  been 
unable  to  provide  the  specified  intensity 
in  the  full  vertical  sector  for  a 
reasonable  period  before  new  batteries 
are  required.  Since  barges  on  inland 
waters  are  not  likely  to  heel  over  more 
than  a  very  small  amount,  the  Coast 
Guard  has  allowed  the  battery  powered 
lights  used  on  them  to  meet  a  reduced 
vertical  sector  requirement.  For  lights 
used  on  International  Rules  waters  this 
has  been  accomplished  by  an 
interpretive  ruling  of  rule  24  of  the 
Intemationl  Rules.  For  the  Inland  Rules, 
the  proposed  Annex  I  is  being  modified 
to  include  immanned  barges  as  a 
separate  category  of  vessel  for  the 
purposes  of  determining  vertical  sector 
requirements. 

Section  84.23  Maneuvering  Light 

One  commenter  said  the  one  meter 
minimum  vertical  separation 
requirement  added  to  the  bridge 
clearance  problem.  A  smaller  separation 
would  not  interfere  unduly  with  the 
visibility  of  other  navigation  lights  as 
the  maneuvering  Ugbt  is  operated  only 
intermittently.  Accordingly,  the 
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separation  requirement  is  being  reduced 
to  one-half  meter. 

Regulatory  Analysis 

These  regulations  were  reviewed  in 
accordance  with  the  “Policies  and 
Procedures  for  Simplification,  Analysis 
and  Review  of  Regulations"  (DOT  Order 
2100.5  of  May  22, 1980)  in  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  (46  FR  37002)  and 
were  determined  to  be  non-signibcant. 
The  regulations  were  also  found  to  be 
non-major  under  the  criteria  established 
in  Executive  Order  12291.  No 
information  has  been  received  which 
alters  those  determinations  or  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L.  96- 
354,  5  U.S.C.  601)  certiRcation  of  no 
signiHcant  impact,  which  was  also 
published  in  the  same  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  a 
new  Part  84  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

PART  84— ANNEX  I:  POSITIONING 
AND  TECHNICAL  DETAILS  OF  LIGHTS 
AND  SHAPES 

Sec. 

84.01  Definitions. 

84.03  Vertical  positioning  and  spacing  of 
lights. 

84.05  Horizontal  positioning  and  spacing  of 
lights. 

84.07  Details  of  location  of  direction- 
indicating  lights  for  fishing  vessels, 
dredgers  and  vessels  engaged  in 
underwater  operations. 

84.09  Screens. 

84.11  Shapes. 

84.13  Color  specification  of  lights. 

84.15  Intensity  of  lights. 

84.17  Horizontal  sectors. 

84.1  Vertical  sectors. 

84.21  Intensity  of  non-electric  lights. 

84.23  Maneuvering  light. 

84.25  Approval.  [Reserved] 

Authority:  Sec.  3,  Pub.  L  96-591. 33  U.S.C. 
2071;  49  CFR  1.46(n)(14). 

§  84.01  Definitions. 

(a)  The  term  “height  above  the  hull” 
means  height  above  the  uppermost 
continuous  deck.  This  height  shall  be 
measured  from  the  position  vertically 
beneath  the  location  of  the  light. 

(b)  The  term  “practical  cut-ofT’ 
means,  for  vessels  20  meters  or  more  in 
length,  12.5  percent  of  the  minimum 
luminous  intensity  (Table  84.15(b)) 
corresponding  to  the  greatest  range  of 
visibility  for  which  the  requirements  of 
Annex  I  are  met. 

(c)  The  term  “Rule”  or  “Rules”  means 
the  Inland  Navigation  Rules  contained 
in  sec.  2  of  the  Inland  Navigational 
Rules  Act  of  1980  (Pub.  L  96-591,  94 
Stat.  3415,  33  U.S.C.  2001,  December  24, 
1980)  as  amended. 


§  84.03  Vertical  positioning  and  spacing  of 
lights. 

(a)  On  a  power-driven  vessel  of  20 
meters  or  more  in  length  the  masthead 
lights  shall  be  placed  as  follows: 

(1)  The  forward  masthead  light  or  if 
only  one  masthead  light  is  carried,  then 
that  light,  at  a  height  above  the  hull  of 
not  less  than  5  meters,  and,  if  the 
breadth  of  the  vessel  exceeds  5  meters, 
then  at  a  height  above  the  hull  not  less 
than  such  breadth,  so  however  that  the 
light  need  not  be  placed  at  a  greater 
height  above  the  hull  than  8  meters; 

(2)  When  two  masthead  lights  are 
carried  the  after  one  shall  be  at  least  2 
meters  vertically  higher  than  the 
forward  one. 

(b)  The  vertical  separation  of  the 
masthead  lights  of  power-driven  vessels 
shall  be  such  that  in  all  normal 
conditions  of  trim  the  after  light  will  be 
seen  over  and  separate  from  the  forward 
light  at  a  distance  of  1000  meters  from 
the  stem  when  viewed  from  water  level. 

(c)  The  masthead  light  of  a  power- 
driven  vessel  of  12  meters  but  less  than 
20  meters  in  length  shall  be  placed  at  a 
height  above  the  gimwale  of  not  less 
than  2.5  meters. 

(d)  The  masthead  light,  or  the  all¬ 
round  light  described  in  rule  23(c),  of  a 
power-driven  vessel  of  less  than  12 
meters  in  length  shall  be  carried  at  least 
one  meter  higher  than  the  sidelights. 

(e)  One  of  the  two  or  three  masthead 
lights  prescribed  for  a  power-driven 
vessel  when  engaged  in  towing  or 
pushing  another  vessel  shall  be  placed 
in  the  same  position  as  either  the 
forward  masthead  light  or  the  after 
masthead  light,  provided  that  the  lowest 
after  masthead  light  shall  be  at  least  2 
meters  vertically  higher  than  the  highest 
forward  masthead  light. 

(f) (1)  The  masthead  light  or  lights 
prescribed  in  Rule  23(a)  shall  be  so 
placed  as  to  be  above  and  clear  of  all 
other  lights  and  obstructions  except  as 
described  in  paragraph  (f)(2)  of  this 
section. 

(2)  When  it  is  impracticable  to  carry 
the  all-round  lights  prescribed  in  rule 
27(b)(i)  below  the  masthead  lights,  they 
may  be  carried  above  the  after 
masthead  light(s)  or  vertically  in 
between  the  forward  masthead  light(s) 
and  after  masthead  light(s),  provided 
that  in  the  latter  case  the  requirement  of 
§  84.05(d)  shall  be  complied  with. 

(g)  The  sidelights  of  a  power-driven 
vessel  shall  be  placed  at  least  one  meter 
lower  than  the  forward  masthead  light. 
They  shall  not  be  so  low  as  to  be 
interfered  with  by  deck  lights. 

(h)  [Reserved] 

(i)  When  the  Rules  prescribe  two  or 
three  lights  to  be  carried  in  a  vertical 
line,  they  shall  be  spaced  as  follows: 


(1)  On  a  vessel  of  20  meters  in  length 
or  more  such  lights  shall  be  spaced  not 
less  than  1  meter  aparL  and  the  lowest 
of  these  lights  shall,  except  where  a 
towing  light  is  required,  placed  at  a 
height  of  not  less  than  4  meters  above 
the  hull; 

(2)  On  a  vessel  of  less  than  20  meters 
in  length  such  lights  shall  be  spaced  not 
less  than  1  meter  apart  and  the  lowest  of 
these  lights  shall,  except  where  a  towing 
light  is  required,  be  placed  at  a  height  of 
not  less  than  2  meters  above  the  hull; 

(3)  When  three  lights  are  carried  they 
shall  be  equally  spaced. 

(j)  The  lower  of  the  two  all-round 
lights  prescribed  for  a  vessel  when 
engaged  in  Hshing  shall  be  a  height 
above  the  sideli^ts  not  less  than  twice 
the  distance  between  the  two  vertical 
lights. 

(k)  The  forward  anchor  light 
prescribed  in  rule  30(a)(i).  when  two  are 
carried,  shall  not  be  less  than  4.5  meters 
above  the  after  one.  On  a  vessel  of  50 
meters  or  more  in  length  this  forward 
anchor  light  shall  be  placed  at  a  height 
or  not  less  than  6  meters  above  the  hull. 

§  84.05  Horizontal  positioning  and  spacing 
of  lights. 

(a)  Except  as  specified  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section,  when  two  masthead 
lights  are  prescribed  for  a  power-driven 
vessel,  the  horizontal  distance  between 
them  shall  not  be  less  than  one  quarter 
of  the  length  of  the  vessel  but  need  not 
be  more  than  50  meters.  The  forward 
light  shall  be  placed  not  more  than  one 
half  of  the  length  of  the  vessel  from  the 
stem. 

(b)  On  power-driven  vessels  50  meters 
but  less  than  60  meters  in  length 
operated  on  the  Western  Rivers,  the 
horizontal  distance  between  masthead 
lights  shall  not  be  less  than  10  meters. 

(c)  On  a  power-driven  vessel  of  20 
meters  or  more  in  length  the  sidelights 
shall  not  be  placed  in  front  of  the 
forward  masthead  lights.  They  shall  be 
placed  at  or  near  the  side  of  the  vessel. 

(d)  When  the  lights  prescribed  in  rule 
27{b)(i)  are  placed  vertically  between 
the  forward  masthead  light(s)  and  the 
after  masthead  light(s)  these  all-round 
lights  shall  be  placed  at  a  horizontal 
distance  of  not  less  than  2  meters  from 
the  fore  and  aft  centerline  of  the  vessel 
in  the  athwartship  direction. 

§  84.07  Details  of  location  of  direction- 
indicating  lights  for  fishing  vessels, 
dredgers  and  vessels  engaged  in 
underwater  operations. 

(a)  The  light  indicating  the  direction  of 
the  outlying  gear  from  a  vessel  engaged 
in  Hshing  as  prescribed  in  rule  26(c)(ii) 
shall  be  placed  at  a  horizontal  distance 
of  not  less  than  2  meters  and  not  more 
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than  6  meters  away  from  the  two  all¬ 
round  red  and  white  lights.  This  light 
shall  be  placed  not  higher  than  the  all¬ 
round  white  light  prescribed  in  rule 
26(c)(i)  and  not  lower  than  the 
sidelights. 

(b)  The  lights  and  shapes  on  a  vessel 
engaged  in  dredging  or  underwater 
operations  to  indicate  the  obstructed 
side  and/or  the  side  on  which  it  is  safe 
to  pass,  as  prescribed  in  rule  27(d)(i)  and 
(ii),  shall  be  placed  at  the  maximum 
practical  horizontal  distance,  but  in  no 
case  less  than  2  meters,  from  the  lights 
or  shapes  prescribed  in  rule  27(b](i)  and 
(ii).  In  no  case  shall  the  upper  of  these 
lights  or  shapes  be  at  a  greater  height 
than  the  lower  of  the  three  lights  or 
shapes  prescribed  in  rule  27(b)(i)  and 

(ii). 

§  84.09  Screens. 

(a)  The  sidelights  of  vessels  of  20 
meters  or  more  in  length  shall  be  fitted 
with  mat  black  inboard  screens  and 
meet  the  requirements  of  §  84.17.  On 
vessels  of  less  than  20  meters  in  length, 
the  sidelights,  if  necessary  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  §  84.17,  shall  be  fitted 
with  mat  black  inboard  screens.  With  a 
combined  lantern,  using  a  single  vertical 
filament  and  a  very  narrow  division 
between  the  green  and  red  sections, 
external  screens  need  not  be  fitted, 

(b)  On  power-driven  vessels  less  than 
12  meters  in  length  constructed  after 
July  31, 1983,  the  masthead  light,  or  the 
all-round  light  described  in  rule  23(c) 
shall  be  screened  to  prevent  direct 
illumination  of  the  vessel  forward  of  the 
operator's  position. 

§84.11  Shapes. 

(a)  Shapes  shall  be  black  and  of  the 
following  sizes: 

(1)  A  ball  shall  have  a  diameter  of  not 
less  than  0.6  meter, 

(2)  A  cone  shall  have  a  base  diameter 
of  not  less  than  0.6  meter  and  a  height 
equal  to  its  diameter; 

(3)  A  diamond  shape  shall  consist  of 
two  cones  (as  defined  in  paragraph 
(a)(2)  of  this  section)  having  a  common 
base. 

(b)  The  vertical  distance  between 
shapes  shall  be  at  least  1.5  meter. 

(c)  In  a  vessel  of  less  than  20  meters  in 
length  shapes  of  lesser  dimensions  but 
commensurate  with  the  size  of  the 
vessel  may  be  used  and  the  distance 
apart  may  be  correspondingly  reduced. 

§  84.13  Color  specification  of  lights. 

(a)  The  chromaticity  of  all  navigation 
lights  shall  conform  to  the  following 
standards,  which  lie  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  area  of  the  diagram 
specified  for  each  color  by  the 
International  Commission  on 


Illumination  (CIE),  in  the  “Colors  of 
Light  Signals”,  which  is  incorporated  by 
reference.  It  is  Publication  CIE  No.  2.2. 
(TC-1.6),  1975,  and  is  available  from  the 
Illumination  Engineering  Society,  345 
East  47th  Street,  New  York,  NY  10017.  It 
is  also  available  for  inspection  at  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  Room 
8401, 1100  L  Street  N.W.,  Washington, 
DC  20408.  This  incorporation  by 
reference  was  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

(b)  The  boundaries  of  the  area  for 
each  color  are  given  by  indicating  the 
comer  co-ordinates,  which  are  as 
follows; 

(1)  White: 

X  0.525  0.525  0.452  0.31.0  0.310  0.443 

y  0.382  0.440  0.440  0.348  0.283  0.382 

(2)  Green: 

X  0.028  0.009  0.300  0.203 

y  0.385  0.723  0.511  0.356 

(3)  Red: 

X  0.680  0.660  0.735  0.721 
y  0.320  0.320  0.265  0.259 

(4)  Yellow: 

X  0.612  0.618  0.575  0.575 
y  0.382  0.382  0.425  0.406 

§  84.15  Intensity  of  lights. 

(a)  The  minimum  luminous  intensity 
of  lights  shall  be  calculated  by  using  the 
formula: 

I = 3.43  X  10*X  TX  D*X  K'** 

where  I  is  luminous  intensity  in  candelas 

under  service  conditions, 

T  is  threshold  factor  2X10~'’  lux, 

D  is  range  of  visibility  (luminous  range]  of 
the  light  in  nautical  miles, 

K  is  atmospheric  transmissivity.  For 
prescribed  lights  the  value  of  K  shall  be  0.8, 
corresponding  to  a  meteorological  visibility 
of  approximately  13  nautical  miles. 

(b)  A  selection  of  figures  derived  from 
the  formula  is  given  in  Table  84.15(b) 


Table  84.15(b) 


Range  of  vIsibMty  (luminous  range)  o(  light  in 
nauticat  miles  0 

Minimum 
luminous 
Intensilyol 
light  in 
candelas 
for  K=0.8  1 

1 . 

0.9 

2  ^  «  . 

4.3 

a  . 

12 

27 

s  . 

52 

6 . . 

94 

§  84.17  Horizontal  sectors. 

(a)(1)  In  the  forward  direction, 
sidelights  as  fitted  on  the  vessel  shall 

show  the  minimum  required  intensities. 
The  intensities  shall  decrease  to  reach 
practical  cut-off  between  1  and  3 
degrees  outside  the  prescribed  sectors. 

(2)  For  stemlights  and  masthead  lights 
and  at  22.5  degrees  abaft  the  beam  for 
sidelights,  the  minimum  required 


intensities  shall  be  maintained  over  the 
arc  of  the  horizon  up  to  5  degrees  within 
the  limits  of  the  sectors  prescribed  in 
rule  21,  From  5  degrees  within  the 
prescribed  sectors  the  intensity  may 
decrease  by  50  percent  up  to  the 
prescribed  limits;  it  shall  decrease 
steadily  to  reach  practical  cut-off  at  not 
more  than  5  degrees  outside  the 
prescribed  sectors. 

(b)  All-round  lights  shall  be  so  located 
as  not  to  be  obscured  by  masts, 
topmasts  or  structures  within  angular 
sectors  of  more  than  6  degrees,  except 
anchor  lights  prescribed  in  rule  30, 
which  need  not  be  placed  at  an 
impracticable  height  above  the  hull,  and 
the  all-round  white  light  described  in 
rule  23(d),  which  may  not  be  obscured  at 
all. 

§  84.19  Vertical  sectors. 

(a)  The  vertical  sectors  of  electric 
lights  as  fitted,  with  the  exception  of 
lights  on  sailing  vessels  and  on 
unmanned  barges,  shall  ensure  that; 

(1)  At  least  the  required  minimum 
intensity  is  maintained  at  all  angles 
from  5  degrees  above  to  5  degrees  below 
the  horizontal; 

(2)  At  least  60  percent  of  the  required 
minimum  intensity  is  maintained  from 
7.5  degrees  above  to  7.5  degrees  below 
the  horizontal. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  sailing  vessels  the 
vertical  sectors  of  electric  lights  as  fitted 
shall  ensure  that: 

(1)  At  least  the  required  minimum 
intensity  is  maintained  at  all  angles 
from  5  degrees  above  to  5  degrees  below 
the  horizontal; 

(2)  At  least  50  percent  of  the  required 
minimum  intensity  is  maintained  from 
25  degrees  above  to  25  degrees  below 
the  horizontal. 

(c)  In  the  case  of  unmanned  barges  the 
minimum  required  intensity  of  electric 
lights  as  fitted  shall  be  maintained  on 
the  horizontal. 

(d)  In  the  case  of  lights  other  than 
electric  lights  these  specifications  shall 
be  met  as  closely  as  possible 

§  84.21  Intensity  of  nonelectric  lights. 

Non-electric  lights  shall  so  far  as 
practicable  comply  with  the  minimum 
intensities,  as  specified  in  the  Table 
given  in  §  84.15. 

§  84.23  Maneuvering  light 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
§  84.03(f),  the  maneuvering  light 
described  in  rule  34(b]  shall  be  placed 
approximately  in  the  same  fore  and  aft 
vertical  plane  as  the  masthead  light  or 
lights  and,  where  practicable,  at  a 
minimum  height  of  one-half  meter 
vertically  above  the  forward  masthead 
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light,  provided  that  it  shall  be  carried 
not  less  than  one-half  meter  vertically 
above  or  below  the  after  masthead  li^t 
On  a  vessel  where  only  one  masthead 
light  is  carried  the  maneuvering  light,  if 
fitted,  shall  be  carried  where  it  can  best 
be  seen,  not  less  than  one-half  meter 
vertically  apart  from  the  masthead  light 

§  84.25  Approval  (Reservedl 

(Sec.  3,  Pub.  L  96-591;  49  CFR  1.46(n)(14]) 
Dated:  November  25, 1981. 

R.  A.  Bauman, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Chief,  Office 
of  Navigation.  ^ 

|FR  Doc.  n-SMia  Filed  l»S-n;  a:45  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  4910-14-M 


POSTAL  SERVICE 
39  CFR  Part  111 

Third-Class  5-Dlgit  ZIP  Code  Presorted 
Mail 

agency:  Postal  Service.  , 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  By  a  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  14, 1981,  (46 
FR  41047)  the  Postal  Service  adopted  a 
final  rule  governing  the  preparation  of 
third-class  bulk  mail  sent  at  the  5-digit 
ZIP  Code  presort  level  rate.  Each  sack  of 
mail  sent  at  this  rate  must  contain  a 
minimum  of  50  pieces  or  15  pounds  of 
mail.  In  this  final  rule  the  Postal  Service 
is  lowering  these  minimum  requirements 
to  50  pieces  or  10  pounds.  The  Service 
believes  that  this  change  will  enable 
more  mailers  to  qualify  for  this  rate,  and 
the  change  will  not  adversely  affect  the 
sack  workload  at  the  Bulk  Mail  Centers. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  24, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Florence  B.  Richardson,  (202)  245-4513. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
current  regulations,  a  sack  of  5-digit 
presort  bulk  third-class  mail  must 
contain  a  minimum  of  50  pieces  or  15 
pounds.  After  studying  the  efiects  of  the 
regulations  which  were  implemented  on 
September  13, 1981  (46  FR  41047,  August 
14, 1981),  the  Postal  Service  believes  it 
can  reduce  the  minimum  pound 
requirement  from  15  pounds  to  10 
pounds.  This  change  more  closely 
relates  to  the  breakpoint  of 
approximately  .24  pound  which  is  used 
to  determine  when  the  bulk  third-class 
per  poimd  rate  is  charged  (instead  of  the 
per  piece  rate).  The  breakpoint  changed 
November  1, 1981  as  a  result  of  changes 
in  third-class  rates  (46  FR  51683, 

October  21, 1981).  This  chang^  will 
enable  more  mailings  to  qualify  for  the 
third-class  5-digit  presort  rate.  For 
example,  mailers  who  mail  items  which 


are  subject  to  the  bulk  third-class  per 
pound  rates  will  need  fewer  items  to 
qualify  for  the  rate.  The  Postal  Service 
believes  more  mailers  will  presort  their 
mailings  to  5-digit  destinations,  thus 
reducing  their  postage  costs  and  also 
reducing  the  number  of  handlings  that 
will  be  required  by  the  Postal  Service. 

Also  section  622.12a  is  revised  to 
clarify  that  a  unique  3-digit  sack  may 
contain  no  more  thtui  49  pieces  for  a 
particular  5-digit  ZIP  Code  when  pieces 
for  that  ZIP  Code  are  placed  inside  a 
unique  three-digit  sack  with  pieces  for 
other  5-digit  ZIP  Codes  served  by  that 
city  as  specified  in  section  667.42(2). 

Post  offices  are  being  notified  by 
telecommunication  that  these  changes 
are  being  made  effective  on  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  dociiment,  so  that 
affected  mailers  can  be  made  aware  of 
the  lowered  requirements  as  soon  as 
possible  and  take  advantage  of  the 
changes  in  their  next  mailings. 

PART  111— GENERAL  INFORMATION 
ON  POSTAL  SERVICE 

In  view  of  the  considerations 
discussed  above,  the  Postal  Service 
hereby  adopts  the  following  changes  to 
Parts  620  and  660  of  the  Domestic  Mail 
Manual,  which  is  incorporated  by 
reference  in  the  Fefleral  Register.  39  CFR 
111.1. 


Part  620 — Classification 

In  622.1,  revise  622.12a  to  read  as 
follows: 

622.1  Eligibility 

*  «  «  *  * 

.12  Five-Digit  Presort  Level 
a.  Minimum  Quantity.  Each  mailing  must 
consist  of  at  least  200  pieces  or  50  pounds  of 
mail  presorted  to  5-digit  destinations.  Each 
piece  must  be  part  of  a  package  of  10  or  more 
pieces  to  the  same  5-digit  ZIP  Code  and  the 
package  must  be  sacked  to  the  same  S-digit 
ZIP  Code.  Each  sack  must  contain  a  minimum 
of  50  pieces  or  10  pounds  of  mail  to  the  same 
5-digit  ZIP  Code  in  order  to  be  eligible  for  the 
5-digit  presort  level  rate.  Exception:  mailers 
may  commingle  Afferent  5-digit  packages  of 
10-49  pieces  in  sacks  for  the  unique  3-digit 
multi-ZIP  Code  cities  listed  in  Exhibit  122.633 
providing: 

(1)  Ea^  sack  contains  at  least  50  pieces  or 
10  pounds  of  mail  and 

(2)  No  3-digit  city  packages  are  included  in 
the  sack,  and 

(3)  50  pieces  or  10  pounds  of  mail  for  a 
single  5-digit  ZIP  Code  (within  the  unique  3- 
digit  city]  must  be  sacked  separately. 

*  *  *  •  « 

Part  660 — ^Preparation  Requirements 
In  667,  revise  .42  to  read  as  follows: 

667.4  Preparation  Requirements  for  Five- 
Digit  Presort  Level  Rate 

«  *  *  « 


.42  Sacking.  All  qualifying  packages  of  10 
or  more  pieces  must  be  placed  in  a  sack. 

Each  sa^  must  contain  at  least  50  pieces  or 
10  pounds  of  mail.  Sadis  may  be  prepared  in 
one  of  two  ways,  as  follows: 

(1)  If  there  are  50  pieces  or  10  pounds  of 
m^  to  a  sin^e  5-digit  ZIP  Code  destination, 
they  must  be  placed  in  a  5-digit  sack.  Kve- 
digit  sacks  containing  less  than  50  pieces  or 
10  pounds  may  not  be  made.  The  sack  must 
be  labeled  in  the  following  manner 

Line  1:  City,  State  and  5-digit  ZIP  Code 
Destination. 

Line  2:  Contents. 

Line  3:  Office  of  Mailing. 

Sample: 

ARUNCTON,  VA  22202 
3CLTRS 

BOSTON.  MA  021 

(2)  If  a  mailer  has  less  than  50  pieces  or  10 
pounds  to  the  same  5-digit  ZIP  Code,  and  if 
that  5-digit  ZIP  Code  is  induded  in  a  unique 
3-digit  multicoded  dty  listed  in  Exhibit 
122.633,  packages  of  Aat  mail  may  be 
included  in  a  sadi  containing  other  5-digit 
packages  within  the  unique  3-digit  ZIP  Code 
city.  Each  sack  must  contain  at  least  50 
pieces  or  10  pounds  of  5-digit  presorted  mail 
No  3-digit  city  packages  may  be  included  in 
the  sack.  The  sack  must  be  labeled  in  the 
following  manner 

Line  1:  City.  State  and  unique  3-digit  city 
ZIP  Code. 

Line  2:  Contents — 5-digit  PKGS. 

Line  3:  Office  of  Mailing. 

Sample: 

SPOKANE,  WA  992 
3CLTRS  5-DIGIT  PKGS 
BOSTON.  MA  021 

A  transmittal  letter  making  these 
changes  in  the  pages  of  the  Domestic 
Mail  Manual  will  be  published  and  will 
be  transmitted  to  subscribers 
automatically.  Notice  of  these  changes 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
as  provided  in  39  CFR  111.3. 

(39  U.S.a  401,  403,  404) 

W.  Allen  Sanders, 

Associate  General  Counsel  Office  of  General 
Law  and  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  Sl-SSTSS  HM 12-23-81;  8:45  am) 

BNJJNe  CODE  7710-1S4i 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  60 

[A-10-FRL  2006-6] 

Standards  of  Performance  for  New 
Source  Performance  Standards; 
Subdelegation  of  Authority  to  a 
Washington  Local  Agency 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Final  rule. 
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summary:  EPA  is  today  approving  a 
request  dated  September  23, 1981,  from 
the  Washington  Department  of  Ecology 
for  subdelegation  to  enforce  the  New 
Source  Performance  Standards  to  the 
Benton-Franklin-Walla  Walls  Counties 
Air  Pollution  Control  Authority. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  November  9, 1981. 
addresses:  The  related  material  in 
support  of  this  subdelegation  may  be 
examined  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  locations: 

Central  Docket  Section  (lOA-81-4), 

West  Tower  Lobby,  Gallery  I, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460 
Air  Programs  Branch,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  10, 1200 
Sixth  Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington 
98101 

State  of  Washington,  Department  of 
Ecology,  4224  Sixth  Avenue,  SE., 

Lacey,  Washington  98503 
The  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  1100 
L  Street,  NW.,  Room  8401, 

Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

George  C.  Hofer,  Air  Programs  Branch, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1200 
Sixth  Avenue,  M/S  625,  Seattle, 
Washington  98101,  Telephone:  (206)  442- 
1352,  399-1352  (FTS). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  section  112(d)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended,  the  Regional  Administrator  of 
Region  10,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA),  delegated  to  the  State  of 
Washington  Department  of  Ecology  on 
February  28, 1975,  the  authority  to 
implement  and  enforce  the  program  for 
New  Source  Performance  Standards 
(NSPS).  The  delegation  was  announced 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  April  1, 1975 
(40  FR  14632). 

On  September  23, 1981,  the 
Washington  State  Department  of 
Ecology  requested  EPA's  concurrence  in 
the  State’s  subdelegation  of  the  NSPS 
program  to  the  Benton-Franklin-Walla 
Walla  Counties  Air  Pollution  Control 
Authority.  After  reviewing  the  State’s 
request,  the  Regional  Administrator 
determined  that  the  subdelegation  met 
all  the  requirements  outlined  in  EPA’s 
delegation  of  February  28, 1975. 
'Therefore,  the  Regional  Administrator 
on  November  9, 1981,  concurred  in  the 
subdelegation  to  the  local  agency  listed 
below  with  the  stipulation  that  all  the 
conditions  placed  on  the  original 
delegation  to  the  State  shall  also  apply 
to  the  subdelegation  to  the  local  agency 
(except  fossil  fuel-fired  steam 
generators).  EPA  is  today  amending  40 
CFR  60.04  to  reflect  the  State’s 
subdelegation. 

The  amended  §  60.04  provides  that  all 
reports,  requests,  applications. 


submittals  and  communications  required 
pursuant  to  Part  61  which  were 
previously  to  be  sent  to  the  Director  of 
the  Wasl^ton  Department  of  Ecology 
will  now  be  sent  to  the  Benton-Franklin- 
Walla  Walla  Counties  Air  Pollution 
Control  Authority.  The  amended  section 
is  set  forth  below. 

This  rulemaking  is  effective 
immediately  and  is  issued  under  the 
authority  of  section  112  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857C-7). 

Dated:  November  20, 1981. 

John  R.  Spencer, 

Regional  Administrator. 

PART  60— STANDARDS  OF 
PERFORMANCE  FOR  NEW 
STATIONARY  SOURCES 

Part  60  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows:  » 

In  §  60.4,  paragraph  (b)  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (WW)(viii): 

§  60.4  Address. 

***** 

(b)*  *  * 

(WW)*  *  * 

(viii)  Benton-Franklin-Walla  Walla 
Counties  Air  Pollution  Control 
Authority,  650  George  Washington  Way, 
Richland,  Washington  99352. 

***** 

Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State 
of  Washington  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Federal  Register 
on  July  1, 1981.  . 

(FR  Doc.  81-36315  Piled  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  eS60-3»-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  6095 
(NM  42945] 

New  Mexico;  Revocation  of  Public 
Water  Reserve  No.  107,  Interpretation 
No.  109 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Public  land  order. 

summary:  This  order  revokes  an 
Executive  order  and  a  Secretarial  order 
which  withdrew  lands  for  a  public  water 
reserve.  This  action  will  restore  the 
lands  to  operation  of  the  public  land 
laws  generally,  including 
nonmetalliferous  mineral  location  under 
the  mining  laws. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  19, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Stella  V.  Gonzales,  New  Mexico  State 


Office  505-988-6211. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  section  204 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976, 90  Stat.  2751; 

43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Executive  Order  of  April  17, 
1926,  creating  Public  Water  Reserve  No. 
107,  as  construed  by  Secretarial  Order 
of  November  1, 1929,  is  hereby  revoked 
in  its  entirety: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
T.  28  S.,  R.  9  W., 

Sec.  15.  SV'2NEy4.  Ny2SEy4. 

The  area  described  contains  160  acres  in 
Luna  County. 

.  2.  At  8  a.m.  on  January  19, 1982,  the 
lands  will  be  open  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All 
valid  applications  received  at  or  prior  to 
8  a.m.  on  January  19, 1982,  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  fried  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter 
shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

3.  At  8  a.m.  on  January  19, 1982,  the 
lands  will  be  open  to  nonmetalliferous 
mineral  location  under  the  United  States 
mining  laws.  The  lands  have  been  and 
continue  to  be  open  to  metalliferous 
mineral  location  under  the  United  States 
mining  laws  and  to  applications  and 
offers  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  1449,  Santa  Fe,* 
New  Mexico  87501. 

Carrey  E.  Carruthers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

December  14, 1981. 

(FR  Doc.  81-3ens  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  4310-64-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  6096 
[M  41590] 

Montana;  Public  Land  Order  No.  5924; 
Correction 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Interior. 

action:  Public  land  order. 

summary:  This  document  will  correct 
two  errors  in  Public  Land  Order  No. 
5924  of  May  18, 1981  which  concerned 
partial  revocation  of  a  public  water 
reserve  in  Montana. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  24, 1981. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Roland  F.  Lee,  Montana  State  Office, 
406-657-6291. 
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By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  by  Section  204 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976, 90  Stat.  2751; 
43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

The  title  of  Public  Land  Order  No. 

5924  of  May  18, 1981,  in  FR  Doc.  81- 
16027  appearing  on  page  28857  in  the 
issue  of  Friday,  May  29, 1981,  in  the  first 
column  reads  “Montana;  Partial 
Revocation  of  Public  Water  Reserve  No. 
76.”  It  is  hereby  corrected  to  read 
"Montana:  Partial  Revocation  of  Public 
Water  Reserve  No.  78.” 

The  land  description  under  Paragraph 
one  in  the  first  column  reads  “Public 
Water  Reserve  No.  76.”  It  is  hereby 
corrected  to  read  “Public  Water  Reserve 
No.  78.” 

Garray  E.  Carruthers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

December  14, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36759  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  4310-a4-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  6097 

[OR  19576  (WASH)] 

Washington;  Powersite  Restoration 
No.  718;  Partial  Revocation  of 
Powersite  Reserve  No.  67 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Interior. 

action:  Public  land  order. 

summary:  This  order  revokes  an 
Executive  order  in  part  as  to  80  acres  of 
land  withdrawn  for  a  powersite  reserve. 
This  action  will  restore  the  public  lands 
involved  to  operation  of  the  public  lands 
laws  generally. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  19, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Champ  C.  Vaughan,  Jr.,  Oregon  State 
Office,  503-231-6905. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  section  204 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat.  2751; 
43  U.S.C.  1714,  and  pursuant  to  the 
determination  by  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  in  DA-216- 
Washington,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Executive  Order  of  July  2, 1910, 
which  created  Powersite  Reserve  No.  67, 
is  hereby  revoked  insofar  as  it  affects 
the  following  described  lands: 

Willamette  Meridian 
Powersite  Reserve  No.  67 
T.  6  N..  R.  10  E., 

Sec.  3,  SEy4SEV4. 

T  5  N..  R.  11  E., 

Sec.  18,  NEy4SWy4. 

The  area  described  aggregate  80  acres  in 
Klickitat  County. 


2.  The  State  of  Washington  has 
waived  its  preference  right  for  highway 
rights-of-way  or  material  sites  as 
provided  by  the  Federal  Power  Act  of 
June  10, 1920, 16  U.S.C.  8ia 

3.  At  10  a.m.  on  January  19, 1982,  the 
pufaiic  lands  will  be  open  to  operation  of 
the  public  land  laws  generally,  subject 
to  valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All 
valid  applications  received  at  or  prior  to 
10  a.m.  on  January  19, 1982,  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter 
shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

4.  The  lands  have  been  open  to 
applications  and  ofiers  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws  and  to  location 
under  the  United  States  mining  laws 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
August  11, 1955,  (69  Stat  682;  30  U.S.C 
621). 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

Gamy  E.  Carruthers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

December  14, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-38718  Filed  12.23-81;  8:45  ami 
BILUNG  CODE  4310-M-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Maritime  Administration 
46  CFR  Part  310 

Admission  and  Training  of  Midshipmen 
at  the  United  States  Merchant  Marine 
Academy;  Pay  Increase 

agency:  Maritime  Administration, 

Transportation. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Maritime  Administration 
amends  its  regulations  relating  to 
merchant  marine  training  to  increase  the 
pay  that  midshipmen  of  the  United 
States  Merchant  Marine  Academy 
receive  while  assigned  to  merchant 
vessels  for  sea  year  training.  The 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
implement  the  Maritime  Administration 
policy  that  midshipmen  shall  receive  the 
same  rate  of  pay  from  their  steamship 
company  employers  for  the  sea  year 
training  as  cadets  receive  at  the  Federal 
academies. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  15, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Erich  J.  Bernhardt,  Academies 
Program  (Officer,  Maritime 
Administration,  Office  of  Maritime 
Labor  &  Training,  Department  of 


Transportation,  Washington,  D.C  20590 
(202)  426-5764. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Part  310 
of  Title  46  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  hereby  amended.  This 
amendment  increases  the  pay  that 
midshipmen  of  the  United  States 
Merchant  Marine  Academy  receive 
while  assigned  to  merchant  vessels  for 
sea  year  training. 

The  rate  of  pay  received  by 
midshipmen  while  assigned  to 
subsidized  merchant  vessels  is  a  matter 
of  public  contract  with  the  owners  of 
such  vessels.  Accordingly,  this 
amendment  is  exempt  from  the 
application  of  5  U.S.C.  553,  and  is  being 
issued  as  a  final  rule  without 
opportimity  for  public  comment.  This 
amendment  has  been  determined  not  to 
be  a  major  regulation  requiring 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  impact 
analysis,  within  the  scope  of  RO.  12291. 
The  Maritime  Administration  certifies 
that  the  regulation  will  not  exert  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act,  of  1980  (Pub.  L  96-354). 

It  includes  no  reporting  requirement  for 
the  collection  of  information  within  the 
scope  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 
of  1980  (Pub.  L  96-511). 

PART  310— MERCHANT  MARINE 
TRAINING 

Part  310  Title  48  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (c)  of  Section  310.58 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  310.58  Training  on  subsidized  vessels. 
***** 

(c)  Pay.  Midshipmen  shall  receive  pay 
while  employed  aboard  merchant 
vessels,  at  the  rate  of  $461.40  per  month 
directly  from  their  steamship  company 
employers.  While  aboard  ship,  they 
shall  be  berthed  in  single-occupancy 
rooms  or  in  rooms  with  other 
midshipmen  in  that  part  of  the  vessel 
designated  for  licensed  officers  (or  in 
first-class  passenger  quarters)  and  shall 
mess  with  the  licensed  officers.  The 
steamship  company  employers  shall 
also  pay  the  midshipmen  such 
subsistence  and  room  allowance  in  porL 
transportation  allowances,  and  other 
bonuses  or  allowances  as  are  paid  to  the 
licensed  officers  of  the  vessel  in  which 
the  midshipmen  are  employed. 

(Sec.  204(b]  and  1301-1308,  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1936,  as  amended  (49  Stat.  1987, 46 
U.S.C.  1114]  and  Maritime  Education  and 
Training  Act  of  1980  (Pub.  L  96-453); 
Reorganization  Plans  No.  21  of  1950  (64  Stat. 
1273)  and  No.  7  of  1961  (75  Stat.  842),  as 
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amended  by  Pub.  L  91-469  (84  Stat.  1036); 
Pub.  L  97-31  (Aug.  6, 1981):  49  CFR  1.66  (46 
FR  47458,  Sept.  28. 1981). 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11-507  U.S.  Merchant  Marine 
Academy  (Kings  Point)). 

Dated:  December  16, 1931. 

By  Order  of  the  Maritime  Administrator, 
Maritime  Administration. 

Robert  J.  Patton,  )r., 

Secrstary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36436  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  491&-81-M 


Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration 

49  CFR  Parts  171, 173  and  178 

(Docket  No.  HM-176;  Arndt  Nos.  171-63, 
173-52, 178-69] 

Specification  and  Usage  Requirements 
for  SAL  Seamless,  Aluminum  Cylinders 

agency:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau  (MTB],  Research  and  Special 
Programs  Administration,  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  final  rule  amends  the 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  by 
establishing  a  speciRcation  requirement 
for  seamless  aluminum  cylinders  made 
of  definitely  prescribed  alloys.  These 
new  cylinders  are  designated  DOT 
Speciflcation  SAL.  Included  in  the  final 
rule*are  requirements  governing  the  use 
of  these  cylinders  for  shipment  of 
certain  hazardous  materials.  Because 
this  final  rule  eliminates  the  need  for  7 
exemptions  authorizing  the  use  of  over  3 
million  existing  cylinders,  these 
exemptions  are  terminated  on  the 
effective  date  of  the  final  rule. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  2, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Arthur  Mallen,  Chief,  Technology 
Division,  Office  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Regulation,  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation,  400  7th  St.  S,W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590  (202-755-4906). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
August  14, 1980,  the  MTB  published  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
(Docket  HM-176:  Notice  80-7;  45  FR 
54907)  which  proposed  to  establish  a 
new  seamless  aluminum  cylinder 
speciHcation  and  authorize  the  use  of 
this  cylinder  for  certain  hazardous 
materials.  The  NPRM  was  based  in  part 
on  the  Compressed  Gas  Association's 
(CGA)  petition  dated  November  3, 1975, 
and  Airco  Industrial  Gases  (AIG) 
petition  dated  April  2, 1979,  to  add  a 
new  high  pressure  aluminum  cylinder 
specification  to  Part  178.  Comment  was 
invited  in  that  notice  with  a  closing  date 


of  November  1, 1980.  Based  on  the 
comments  received  and  the  MTB’s 
evaluation  thereof,  the  proposals  in  the 
NPRM  with  certain  revisions  are  being 
incorporated  as  amendments  to  the 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations. 

It  is  the  MTB’s  intention  that  existing 
seamless  aluminum  cylinders, 
authorized  for  use  under  exemptions,  be 
covered  under  this  rule,  thereby 
eliminating  the  need  for  aluminum 
cylinder  exemptions.  Accordingly,  a 
new  paragraph  (c)  has  been  added  to 
§  173.23  to  cover  cylinders  previously 
authorized  under  exemptions. 

The  following  is  a  section  by  section 
summary  of  the  conunents  received  on 
various  parts  of  the  notice. 

Part  171 
Section  171.7 

One  commenter  suggested  that  the 
correct  ASTM  Tension  testing  method 
for  aluminum  is  “ASTM  B  557,”  rather 
than  the  proposed  “ASTM  E-8”  which  is 
for  steel  products.  MTB  agrees  and  has 
changed  the  new  paragraph  (d](5)(x)  to 
reference  the  correct  method. 

Part  173 

One’commenter  endorsed  the  NPRM 
proposal  to  prohibit  the  use  of  3AL 
cylinders  for  poisonous  A  materials  and 
strong  oxidizers.  This  commenter  stated 
that  since  aluminum  starts  degrading  at 
temperatures  above  450°F  the 
prohibition  was  appropriate  in  the 
absence  of  extensive  (Hre)  tests  to  verify 
safety.  Other  commenters  posed  the 
opposite  view  by  submitting  a  list  of 
hazardous  materials  that  are  compatible 
with  aluminum.  They  claim  that  the 
restrictions  of  49  CFR  173.21  and  173.24 
provide  adequate  safeguards  for 
shipping  these  hazardous  materials. 
Based  on  these  latter  commenters,  MTB 
has  reversed  its  NPRM  position  and  has 
amended  appropriate  paragraphs  in 
§§  173.328, 173.332, 173.336, 173.337  and 
173.351  to  authorize  the  use  of  3AL 
cylinders  for  Poison  A  materials  and 
strong  oxidizers  previously  authorized 
for  shipment  under  exemptions. 

Section  173.34 

One  commenter  agreed  that  the  5  year 
retest  is  appropriate.  Two  commenters. 
on  the  other  hand,  claimed  that  the  5 
year  retest  is  discriminatory,  and 
suggested  that  a  10  year  retest  is  proper 
since  existing  regulations  allow  a  10 
year  retest  for  3A  and  3AA  steel 
cylinders  and  a  12  year  retest  for  4E 
aluminum  cylinders.  Rejection  rate  for 
cylinders  inspected  in  1979  was 
presented  as  a  basis  for  concluding  that 
aluminum  cylinders  are  as  good  as  steel 
cylinders.  Notwithstanding  these 


comments,  a  5  year  retest  will  be 
required  based  on  the  following: 

1.  The  10  year  retest  for  3A  and  3AA 
cylinders  is  based  on  extensive 
experience.  The  behavior  of  3AL 
cylinders  to  high  pressure  cycling  with 
various  hazardous  materials  is  not 
known. 

2.  No  data  comparable  to  the  rejection 
elastic  expansion  (which  is  part  of  the 
basis  for  the  extension  of  the  retest 
interval  for  3A  or  3AA  cylinders)  was 
presented  for  aluminum  cylinders. 

3.  Aluminum,  while  being  resistant  to 
corrosion  by  some  hazardous  materials, 
is  very  susceptible  to  damage  by  other 
hazardous  materials. 

4.  The  comparison  of  the  3AL  to  the  4E 
is  not  valid  with  respect  to  service 
pressure,  burst,  or  condition  of  material. 
The  4E  cylinder  has  a  4:1  burst  to 
service  pressure  ratio  and  a  limited  (500 
psi,  max.)  service  pressure;  the  SAL  has 
an  unlimited  service  pressure  and  a  2.5:1 
burst  to  service  pressme  ratio.  Further, 
the  4E  cylinder  derives  its  mechanical 
properties  from  cold  work  while  the  SAL 
cylinder  derives  its  mechanical 
properties  from  heat  treatment. 

In  Subparts  D  and  E,  §§  173.119(m}(9). 
173,126, 173.134(a)(1),  173.135(a)(6), 
173.136(a)(5),  173.137(a)(3),  173.138, 
173.141(a)(9),  173.245(a)(28), 

173.251(a)(1),  and  173.2^a)(6)  are 
amended  to  prohibit  the  use  of 
aluminiun  cylinders  for  these  flammable 
liquids  and  corrosive  materials.  Section 
173.121  is  amended  to  authorize 
shipment  of  carbon  bisulflde  in 
aluminiun  cylinders.  These  amendments 
are  based  on  the  compatibility  data 
submitted  by  several  commenters. 

Section  173.301 

Several  commenters  suggested  that 
manifolding  for  SAL  cylinders 
containing  certain  gases  should  be 
allowed,  pointing  out  that  Ihe 
exemptions  allowed  manifolding.  MTB 
agrees.  Paragraphs  (d)(2)  and  (d)(3)  are 
revised  to  allow  manifolding  of 
aluminum  cylinders.  However,  cylinders 
containing  nitrogen  trifluoride  and  boron 
trichloride  are  prohibited  from 
manifolding  based  on  the 
incompatibility  of  these  gases  with 
alumihum.  * 

Section  173.302(a) 

Based  on  several  comments  received, 
paragraph  (a)(4)(ii)  is  revised  to  allow 
the  use  of  stainless  steel  valves; 
paragraph  (a)(4)(iii)  is  revised  to 
redefine  lot  size  and  permit  any  cleaning 
agent  equivalent  to  those  specifled  in 
the  Specification  that  are  not  capable  of 
reacting  with  oxygen.  A  paragraph  (a)(5) 
is  added  to  authorize  the  following; 
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1.  Permit  continued  shipment  of 
nonflammable  gases  which  have 
previously  been  shipped; 

2.  Permit  stainless  steel  valves  for 
aluminum  cylinders  for  oxygen  service; 
and 

3.  Permit  the  use  of  equivalent  but 
non-reacting  cleaning  agents  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  RR-C-901(b)  standard. 

Because  there  was  not  sufficient 
justiHcation  presented,  the  ban  on  the 
use  of  tapered  threads  on  aluminum 
cylinders  used  in  oxygen  service  is 
retained. 

Section  173.302(f) 

Several  commenters  opposed  the 
filling  limitations  imposed  on  the  SAL 
cylinder  containing  carbon  monoxide. 
However,  since  no  supporting  data  was 
presented,  the  filling  limitation  is 
retained. 

Section  173.304 

Good  cause  was  shown  to  the  MTB  by 
commenter  who  suggested  that  the  final 
amendments  to  paragraph  (a)(2)  should 
appropriately  include  all  liquefied 
compressed  gases  that  have  been 
shipped  to  date  iii  aliuninum  cylinders, 
especially  two  such  gases,  nitrous  oxide 
and  vinyl  fluoride.  The  MTB  concurs, 
and  amends  paragraph  (a)(2)  to  include 
these  two  gases.  Since  nitrous  oxide  has 
similar  oxidizing  properties  as  oxygen,  a 
new  paragraph  (a)(4)  is  added  requiring 
cylinders  used  in  nitrous  oxide  service 
be  subjected  to  the  same  cleanliness 
requirements  as  oxygen  cylinders.  In 
addition,  a  new  paragraph  (a)(3)  has 
been  added  to  enumerate  certain  n.o.s. 
gases  (subject  to  §  173.301(f))  which  are 
not  listed  in  §  172.101  that  may  be 
shipped  in  aluminum  cylinders  based  on 
past  experience  gained  thrdugh 
exemptions. 

Section  173.351 

The  MTB  on  its  own  initiative  is 
amending  §  173.351  to  authorize  the 
shipment  of  hydrocyanic  acid  solutions 
not  over  5  percent  concentration  in 
containers  authorized  for  hydrocyanic 
solutions  over  5  percent  concentration. 

Part  178 

Section  178.46-4 

Several  commenters  were  opposed  to 
the  proposed  language  regarding 
inspector  performance  of  chemical 
analysis,  wall  thickness  measurement 
and  reporting  of  volmnetric  capacity  and 
tare  weight.  Based  on  the  comments 
received,  final  §  178.46-4  allows  the 
inspector  to  verify  compliance  with  the 
chemical  analyses  and  wall  thickness 
requirement  by  performing,  or 
witnessing  the  performance  of  the 


chemical  analysis  or  the  wall  thickness 
measurement. 

The  duties  of  “reporting  volumetric 
capacity  and  tare  weight”  and  “verifying 
that  design  qualification  tests  have  been 
performed  prior  to  initial  manufacture  of 
a  new  design  or  a  design  change”  have 
been  added  to  §  178.46-4,  the  former 
upon  the  request  of  one  commenter,  the 
latter  to  provide  verification  of 
compliance  with  §  178.46-6(f)  and  (g). 

Section  178.46-5 

Paragraph  (a)  begins  by  providing  that 
starting  stock  must  be  cast  stock,  or 
must  be  traceable  to  scalped  cast  stock. 
Several  commenters  raised  objections  to 
the  proposed  requirements  for  the 
following  reasons: 

(1)  Extruded  and  forged  stocks  are 
equal  to  or  better  than  cast  stock; 

(2)  This  requirement  would  inhibit 
significant  cost  reductions  using  state  of 
art  technological  irmovations; 

(3)  The  hot  extrusion  process  is  a  self 
scalping  method  for  producing  defect- 
fi'ee  rod: 

(4)  Cast  stock  is  not  available  in  sizes 
under  4  inches  in  diameter; 

(5)  Use  of  extruded  stock  would  be 
prohibited  but  the  use  of  wrought  stock 
would  be  permitted; 

(6)  Traditional  aluminum  industry 
practice  accepts  certification  as  a  means 
of  meeting  the  alloy  chemistry  limits 
without  specific  chemical  analysis  or 
traceability  to  starting  stock; 

(7)  Cylinders  of  acceptable  quality 
have  been  produced  using  unscalped 
cast  stock  under  DOT-E  7042;  and 

(8)  Use  of  grain  size  not  exceeding  250 
microns  is  too  severe  and  not  warranted 
since  it  is  possible  to  control  grain  size 
growth  during  manufacture. 

Furthermore,  supply  of  such  material  is 
limited  to  a  few  sophisticated  aluminum 
producers. 

Notwithstanding  the  above  objections, 
the  requirements  in  §  178.46-5(a)  of  the  ■ 
NPRM  will  be  adopted  in  the  final  rule 
based  on  the  following  rationale. 

(1)  The  statement  that  the  hot 
Extrusion  process  produces  a  defect  free 
rod  is  valid  only  when  producing  rods. 
When  producing  cylinders  by  the 
backward  extrusion  process,  the  “oxide 
skin”  is  retained  in  the  cylinder  and 
would  contribute  to  the  weakening  of 
the  cylinder. 

(2)  For  the  purpose  of  manufacturing 
cylinders,  it  is  questionable  as  to 
whether  extruded  stock  and  forged 
stock  are  comparable  to  cast  stock.  A 
commenters’  rationale  for  the  wide  use 
of  extruded  and  forged  stock  in  critical 
aircraft  usage  is  not  a  valid  comparison, 
as  aircraft  structural  components  are  of 
limited  life  and  subject  to  frequent 
inspection:  DOT  3AL  cylinders  have  an 


unlimited  life  and  a  5  year  retest  and 
reinspection  schedule.  Such  critical 
aircraft  components  are  not  used  in  the 
“as  forged”  or  “as  extruded”  condition. 
They  are  extensively  machined  prior  to 
use. 

(3)  Material  with  specific  certified 
chemistry  and  with  proper  grain  size 
(not  over  250  microns  average)  is 
available. 

(4)  The  exemption  process  is  available 
to  accommodate  validated  “state  of  the 
art”  improvements,  as  well  as  certain 
practices  deemed  appropriate. 

Based  on  the  comments  received 
regarding  the  proposed  elongation 
requirements,  §  178.46-5(d)  provides  in 
Note  4,  a  less  severe  criteria  for 
specimens  taken  frx)m  thin  walled 
cylinders  (Vi«  inch  or  less  wall 
thickness)  and  authorizes  a  retest 
without  reheat  treatment  using  a  round 
40  bar  if  the  test  method  using  the  flat 
specimen  fails.  Also.  §  178.46-5(e) 
allows  ultrasonic  inspection  to  be  done 
either  before  or  after  parting,  although, 
the  added  inspection  after  parting  would 
necessitate  more  inspections  due  to  the 
larger  number  of  smaller  pieces  to 
inspect 

Section  178.46-6 

Commenters  were  in  general 
agreement  that  the  MTB  should  lower  its 
proposed  design  qualification  cycle  test 
requirement  in  paragraph  (6)(f).  Hie 
MTB  concurs,  in  part  and  the  final  rule 
will  provide  a  reduced  design 
qualification  cycle  test  of  at  least  10,000 
cycles  (from  0  to  test  pressure).  The 
proposed  alternate  100,000  cydes  (frnm 
0  to  service  pressure)  requirement  is 
retained  in  ffie  final  rule  since  this 
cycling  requirement  was  required  for  the 
design  qualification  of  all  the  exemption 
cylinders  and  also  is  in  the  original 
proposal  for  rulemaking.  A  maximum 
rate  of  pressurization  of  200  psi  per 
second  has  been  added  to  final 
paragraph  (6)(f)(2)  to  assure  that  test 
cylinders  experience  the  full 
pressurization  efiects  as  well  as  to 
provide  imiform  pressurization  rates. 
This  rate  is  based  on  a  consensus  of 
opinion  expressed  by  certain  cylinder 
manufacturers. 

One  commenter  questioned  the 
necessity  of  specif^ng  in  paragraph  6(d) 
a  minimum  base  thickness  for  fr«e 
standing  cylinders,  suggesting  that  this 
parameter  applied  only  to  cylinders  with 
spun  bottoms.  The  MTB  disagrees.  The 
two  times  the  sidewall  thickness  applies 
to  all  types  of  free  standing  cylinders  to 
provide  wear  allowance.  This  thickness 
should  not  be  mistaken  for  the  bottom 
thickness  which  is  provided  in 
paragraph  6(c)  of  tUs  section. 
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One  commenter  questioned  the 
knuckle  radius  specified  in  §  178.46-6(c) 
because  he  felt  that  the  requirement  of 
the  qualification  cycle  test  would 
eliminate  any  poorly  designed  cylinder. 
MTB  disagrees.  The  cycle  test  is  a 
general  test  and  its  test  results  would 
not  show  specific  deficiencies  in  the 
design.  Data  furnished  to  the  MTB 
during  the  exemption  phase  of  this 
matter  indicates  the  validity  of  the 
specified  knuckle  radius. 

One  commenter  suggested  that  the 
service  pressure  parameter  is  too  loose 
and  suggested  that  any  change  in 
service  pressure  is  a  significant  change. 
The  commenter  also  suggested  that  a  30 
percent  change  in  bottom  thickness  be 
considered  a  design  change.  The  MTB 
only  agrees  with  the  latter.  The  MTB 
believes  that  any  service  pressure 
change  is  too  restrictive.  Based  on  data 
obtained  from  other  manufacturers,  it  is 
believed  that  a  10  percent  change  in 
service  pressure  is  appropriate.  The 
MTB  also  adds  any  increase  in  quantity 
or  size  of  openings  as  a  significant 
change  since  this  affects  the  safety  of 
cylinders  appreciably. 

Section  178.46-7 

Two  conflicting  comments  were 
received  regarding  the  minimum  wall 
thickness  requirement  for  a  cylinder 
with  a  diameter  of  5  inches  or  more.  The 
first  commenter  supplied  data  which 
suggested  a  0.065  inch  minimum  wall 
thickness  requirement,  showing 
calculations  which  indicate  that  this 
thickness  would  give  a  maximum  wail 
stress  below  the  required  calculated 
stress  for  a  5  inch  diameter  cylinder. 
Because  the  thickness  is  much  thinner 
than  that  required  of  a  3A  or  3AA 
cylinder  which  has  a  greater  puncture 
resistance  than  the  3AL  cylinder,  it  was 
not  adopted  in  the  final  rule.  The  second 
commenter  supplied  data  which 
suggested  a  0.170  inch  minimum  wall 
thickness  to  provide  more  thickness  to 
prevent  catastrophic  failure  if  a  low 
pressure  cylinder  were  accidentally 
filled  to  1800  psi.  MTB  considers  this 
proposal  too  severe.  Consequently,  the 
proposed  minimum  thickness 
requirement  in  the  NPRM  is  adopted  in 
the  final  rule. 

Several  commenters  al^o  requested 
that  paragraph  7(a)  of  this  section  be 
revised  to  allow  the  use  of  the  measured 
*  physical  properties  of  the  aluminum  for 
establishing  the  minimum  thickness 
required.  Because  MTB  intends  and 
believes  that  the  wording  in  the  NPRM 
allows  the  use  of  measured  values,  it 
has  been  incorporated  in  the  final  rule. 


Section  178.46-11 

Several  commenters  objected  to  the 
rejection  and  maximum  test  pressure 
criteria  (last  2  sentences  of  paragraph 
(b))  of  the  NPRM  as  severely  restrictive. 
Alternative  criteria  were  proposed 
including  (1)  a  specific  test  procedure, 

(2)  proposal  to  limit  the  number  of  , 
pressurizations  corresponding  to  a 
stress  that  does  not  exceed  yield 
strength,  and  (3)  permit  unlimited 
pressurizations  since  the  cylinder  is 
known  to  withstand  10,000  test  pressure 
cycles.  The  first  proposed  alternative 
was  not  accepted  as  it  prohibits  other 
procedures  that  may  work;  furthermore 
the  proposed  procedure  is  covered  by 
the  proposed  NPRM  wording.  The 
second  proposed  alternative  was  also 
rejected  as  the  yield  strength  is  not 
available  to  the  retester  who  also  uses 
this  test  procedure.  The  third  proposal 
was  not  accepted  since  every  successive 
retest  requires  a  test  pressure  increased 
by  100  psi  (or  10  percent  of  test  pressure 
whichever  is  less).  The  cycle  test  uses 
the  minimum  pressure.  The  need  of 
retests  due  to  defect  in  apparatus  or 
procedure  can  be  minimized  by 
knowledge  of  the  test  procedure  and 
equipment  and  exercising  care  when 
testing.  The  wording  used  in  the  final 
rule  is  the  same  as  that  proposed  in  the 
NPRM,  as  some  control  must  be 
exercised  over  the  number  of  retests 
(and  corresponding  reheat  treatments) 
permitted  because  of  the  unique 
properties  of  aluminum. 

Section  178.46-12 

Several  commenters  objected  to  the 
proposed  9t  flattening  test  criteria  of 
paragraph  (c)  as  being  too  severe  and 
proposed,  as  an  alternative,  the  lOt 
criteria  proposed  in  the  CGA  petition. 
The  MTB  felt  that  the  lOt  test  criteria 
would  not  be  severe  enough  to  verify 
transverse  ductility  and  so  proposed  in 
the  exemptions  the  9t  criteria.  Test  data 
gathered  under  the  exemptions  show 
that  the  9t  criteria  is  readily  attainable. 
In  this  section,  several  commenters 
proposed  interchangeability  of  either  the 
flattening  test  or  the  bend  test,  as  they 
both  measure  ductility.  The  MTB  agrees. 
The  MTB,  on  its  own,  is  allowing  the  use 
of  alternate  bend  test  to  also  qualify  lots 
that  fail  the  flattening  test  without 
reheat  treatment. 

Section  178.46-13 

Several  commenters  proposed  that  the 
proper  reference  for  mechanical  testing 
is  ASTM  B  557-79,  since  the  metal  is 
aluminum  not  steel.  MTB  agrees.  The 
final  rule  will  reference  ASTM  B  557-79 
instead  of  E  8-79.  This  action  will  also 


take  care  of  the  request  to  define  the  use 
of  the  4D  bar. 

Section  178.46-15 

The  final  rule  corrects  the  omission  of 
the  marking  example  in  paragraph  (a)(2), 
by  adding  the  symbol  “XY"  which  was 
inadvertently  omitted  in  the  NPRM. 

Section  178.46-16 

A  commenter  suggested  that  the 
inspector's  rep>ort  form,  relative  to  the 
reporting  of  wall  thickness,  be  changed 
in  the  final  rule  to  allow  the  acceptance 
of  go-nogo  gauge  measurements.  The 
MTB  concurs.  The  final  rule  provides 
this.  The  final  rule  also  corrects  the 
proposed  inspector’s  report  form  by— 

1.  Adding  “Company”  after  lines  6 
and  8. 

2.  Deleting  as  unnecessary,  fit>m  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  report  form  the 
last  two  entries  relating  to  maximum 
wall  stress  and  internal  pressure. 

The  Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
has  determined  that  this  regulation  is 
not  a  major  rule  under  the  terms  of 
Executive  Order  12291  and  DOT 
implementing  procedures  (44  FR 11034) 
and  does  not  require  a  Regulatory 
Impact  analysis,  nor  does  it  require  an 
environmental  impact  statement  under 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  4321  et.  seq).  A  regulatory 
evaluation  and  environmental 
assessment  is  available  for  review  in  the 
Docket.  I  certify  that  this  amendment 
will  not,  as  promulgated,  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
Additionally,  this  amendment  will  not 
affect  not-for-profit  enterprises,  or  small 
governmental  jurisdictions.  For  a 
number  of  years  there  were  seven 
exemptions  issued  tq  cylinder 
manufacturers  for  authorization  to 
manufacture  seamless  aluminium 
cylinders.  This  number  of  cylinder 
manufacturers  has  not  increased  and  the 
publication  of  the  final  rule  covering 
aluminum  cylinders  is  not  expected  to 
proliferate  the  present  number  of  seven 
manufacturers,  therefore.  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  requirements 
relating  to  information  collection  and 
recordkeeping  are  not  applicable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 

Parts  171, 173,  and  178  of  Title  49  Code 
'of  Federal  Regulations  are  amended  as 
set  forth  below. 

PART  171— GENERAL  INFORMATION, 
REGULATIONS  AND  DEFINITIONS 

1.  In  §  171.7,  paragraphs  (d)(5)(x),  (xi), 
(xii)  and  (d)(25)  are  added;  and 
paragraph  (d)(19)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  247  /  Thursday,  December  24,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations  62455 


§  171.7  Matter  Incorporated  by  reference. 
***** 

(d)  *  *  * 

(5)  *  *  * 

(x)  ASTM  B  557-79  is  titled  ‘Tension 
Testing  Wrought  and  Cast  Aluminum 
and  Magnesium — Alloy  Products”  1979 
Edition. 

(xi)  ASTM  B-221-76  is  titled 
“Standard  Specification  for  Aluminum 
Alloy  Extruded  Bars,  Rods,  Shapes  and 
Tubes,”  1976  Edition. 

(xii)  ASTM  E  290-77  is  titled  “Semi- 
Guided  Bend  Test  for  Ductility  of 
Metallic  Materials,”  1977  edition. 
***** 

(19)  Federal  Specification  RR-C-901b 
is  titled  “Federal  Specification, 
Cylinders,  Compressed  Gas:  With  Valve 
or  Plug  and  Cap;  ICC  3AA  RR-C90lb, 
August  1, 1967,” 

***** 

(25)  Aluminum  Associations’ 
Handbook  is  titled  “Aluminum 
Standards  and  Data,”  Sixth  Edition, 

1979. 

***** 

PART  173— SHIPPERS— GENERAL 
REQUIREMENTS  FOR  SHIPMENTS 
AND  PACKAGINGS 

2.  In  §  173.23,  paragraph  (c)  is  added 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.23  Previously  authorized  packaging. 
***** 

(c)  Seamless  aluminum  cylinders 
manufactured  for  use  under  DOT  E  6498, 
E  6576,  E  6688,  E  7042,  E  7446,  £  8384, 
and  E  8422  may  be  continued  in  use,  and 
must  be  remarked  in  compliance  with 
Specification  3  AL  (§  178.46  of  this 
subchapter)  before  or  at  the  time  of  the 
first  retest  following  July  2, 1982.  The 
required  marking  must  appear 
immediately  after  the  exemption  mark 
which  may  be  retained  or  obliterated  by 
peening. 

3.  In  §  173.34,  the  Table  in  paragraph 

(e)  is  amended  by  adding  an  entry  “3 
AL”  immediately  following  the  entry 
“3A,  3AA”;  and  paragraphs  (e)(4)  and 

(f) (4)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 


§  173.34  Qualification,  maintenance  and 
use  of  cylinders. 


*  * 

*  *  * 

(e)*  * 

* 

Specification 
under  wtix:h 
cylinder  was 
made 

Minimum  retest  pressure  (p.s.L) 

Retest 

period 

(years) 

3Al  _ 

•  •  •  *  • 

*  * 

*  *  * 

(4)  A  cylinder  must  be  condemned 
when  it  leaks,  or  when  internal  or 
external  corrosion,  denting,  bulging,  or 
evidence  of  rough  usage  exists  to  the 
extent  that  the  cylinder  is  likely  to  be 
weakened  appreciably,  or  when  the 
permanent  expansion  exceeds  10 
percent  of  the  total  expansion,  except 
that  for  DOT  4E  aluminum  cylinders, 
when  the  permanent  expansion  exceeds 
12  percent  of  the  total  expansion.  Except 
for  DOT  3AL  and  DOT  4E  aluminum 
cylinders,  a  cylinder  condemned  for 
excessive  permanent  expansion  may  be 
reheat-treated.  (See  paragraph  (g)  of  this 
section.)  DOT  4  series  cylinders, 
condemned  for  other  than  excessive 
permanent  expansion,  may  be  repaired 
and  rebuilt  as  otherwise  provided  in  this 
section. 

***** 

(f)*  *  * 

(4)  DOT  3AL  and  DOT  4E  aluminum 
cylinders  may  not  be  reheat  treated  and 
must  be  removed  from  service. 
***** 

4.  In  §  173.119,  paragraph  (m)(9)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.119  Flammable  liquids  not 
specifically  provided  for. 
***** 

(m)  *  *  * 

(9)  SpeciHcation  steel  or  nickel 
cylinders  as  prescribed  for  any 
compressed  gas  except  acetylene.  All 
cylinder  valves  must  be  protected  by 
one  of  the  methods  described  in 
§  173.301(g)  (1),  (2),  or  (3)  of  this  part. 

See  §  173.34(e)(16). 
***** 

5.  In  §,173.121,  a  new  paragraph  (a)(7) 
is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.121  Carbon  bisulfide  (disulfide). 

(a)  *  *  * 

(7)  Specibcation  cylinders  as 
prescribed  for  any  compressed  gas 
except  acetylene. 

6.  Section  173.126  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§173.126  Nickel  carbonyl. 

Nickel  carbonyl  must  be  packed  in 
specification  steel  or  nickel  cylinders  as 
prescribed  for  any  compressed  gas 
except  acetylene.  A  cylinder  used 
exclusively  for  nickel  carbonyl  may  be 
given  a  complete  external  visual 
inspection  in  lieu  of  the  interior 
hydrostatic  pressure  test  required  by 
§  173.34(e)  of  this  part.  Visual  inspection 
must  be  in  accordance  with  CGA 
Pamphlet  06.  All  cylinder  valves  must 
be  protected  by  one  of  the  methods 
described  in  §  173.301(g)  (1),  (2)  or  (3)  of 
this  part. 


7.  In  §  173.134,  the  introduction  to 
paragraph  (a)(1)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  173.134  Pyroforic  liquids,  n.o.s. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  Specibcation  steel  or  nickel 
cylinders  prescribed  for  any  compressed 
gas  except  acetylene  having  a  minimum 
design  pressure  of  175  pounds  per 
square  inch  are  authorized.  Cylinders 
with  valves  must  be: 
***** 

8.  In  §  173.135,  paragraph  (a)(6)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.135  Diethyl  dichlorosilane,  dimethyt 
dichlorosilane,  ethyl  dichlorosilane,  ethyl 
trichlorosilane,  methyl  trichlorosilane, 
trimethyi  chlorosilane,  and  vinyl 
trichlorosilane. 

(а)  *  *  * 

(б)  Specibcation  steel  or  nickel 
cylinders  as  prescribed  for  any 
compressed  gas  except  acetylene. 
***** 

9.  In  §  173.136,  paragraph  (a)(5)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.136  Methyl  dichlorosUance  and 
trichlorosilane. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(5)  Specibcation  steel  or  nickel 
cylinders  as  prescribed  for  any 
compressed  gas  except  acetylene. 
***** 

10.  In  §  173.137,  paragraph  (a)(3)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.137  Lithium  aluminum  hydride, 
ethereal. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(3)  Specibcation  steel  or  nickel 
cylinders  as  prescribed  for  any 
compressed  gas  except  acetylene. 

Valves  or  bttings  must  be  protected 
from  injury  by  a  metal  cap  or  equally 
efficient  device  securely  attached  to  the 
cylinder. 

11.  Section  173.138  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  173.138  Pentaborane. 

Specibcation  steel  or  nickel  cylinders 
prescribed  for  any  compressed  gas 
except  acetylene  are  authorized.  Each 
cylinder  must  be  protected  with  a  valve 
protection  cap  or  must  be  packed  in  a 
strong  wooden  box  and  blocked  therein 
so  as  to  protect  the  valve  from  injury 
under  conditions  normally  incident  to 
transportation.  Cylinders  not  exceeding 
2  inches  in  diameter  nor  6  inches  in 
length,  excluding  the  length  of  the  valve, 
may  also  be  packed  in  strong  solid 
bberboard  boxes,  having  no  outside 
dimension  less  than  4  inches,  completely 
blled  with  layers  of  strong  corrugated 
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fiberboard,  the  center  of  which  shall  be 
cut  out  to  nt  the  cylinder  valve,  and 
otherwise  so  designed  that  neither  the 
cylinder  nor  the  valve  will  be  in  contact 
with  the  wall  of  the  box  under 
conditions  normally  incident  to 
transportation. 

12.  In  §  173.141,  paragraph  (a)(9)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows; 

§  173.141  Amyl  mercaptan,  butyl 
mercaptan,  ethyl  mercaptan,  isopropyl 
mercaptan,  propyl  mercaptan,  and  aliphatic 
mercaptan  mixtures. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(9)  Specification  steel  or  nickel 
cylinders  as  prescribed  for  any 
compressed  gas  except  acetylene. 

«  *  *  *  * 

13.  In  §  173.245,  paragraph  (a)(28)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows; 

§  173.245  Corrosive  liquids  not 
specificaily  provided  for. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(28)  SpeciHcation  steel  or  nickel 
cylinders  prescribed  for  any  compressed 
gas  except  acetylene  are  authorized.  All 
cylinder  valves  must  be  protected  by 
one  of  the  methods  described  in 
§  173.301(g)  (1),  (2),  or  (3)  of  this  part. 

See  §  173.34(e)(16). 
***** 

14.  In  §  173.251,  paragraph  (a)(1)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows; 

§  173.251  Boron  trichloride  and  boron 
tribromide. 

(a)*** 

(1)  Speciflcation  steel  or  nickel 
cylinders  as  prescribed  for  any 
compressed  gas  except  acetylene. 
***** 

15.  In  §  173.280,  paragraph  (a)(6)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows; 

§  173.280  Trichlorosilanes. 

(а)  *  *  * 

(б)  Specibcation  steel  or  nickel 
cylinders  as  prescribed  for  any 
compressed  gas  except  acetylene. 
***** 

16.  In  §  173.301,  paragraphs  (d)(2)  and 
(3)  are  revised;  the  table  in  paragraph 
(h)  is  amended  by  revising  the  heading 
and  by  adding  the  entry  “3AL" 
immediately  following  the  entry  “DOT 
3A,"  as  follows; 

§  173.301  General  requirements  for 
shipment  of  compressed  gases  in 
cylinders. 

***** 

(d)'  *  * 

(2)  Manifolding  is  authorized  for 
specification  cylinders  containing  the 
following  nonliquefied  gases;  boron 
trifluoride,  carbon  monoxide,  ethylene, 
hydrogen,  hydrocarbon  gases,  methane. 


and  nitrogen  trifluoride,  except  that 
aluminum  cylinders  are  not  authorized 
for  boron  trifluoride  or  nitrogen 
trifluoride  service;  provided  individual 
cylinders  are  equipped  with  approved 
pressure  relief  devices  as  required  by 
§  173.34(d)  or  §  173.315(i)  of  this  part: 
and  provided  further,  that  each  cylinder 
is  equipped  with  an  individual  shutoff 
valve  that  must  be  tightly  closed  while 
in  transit.  Manifold  branch  lines  of  these 
individual  shutoff  valves  must  be 
sufbciently  flexible  to  prevent  injury  to 
the  valves  which  otherwise  might  result 
from  the  use  of  rigid  branch  lines.  A 
temperature  measuring  device  may  be 
inserted  in  one  cylinder  of  a  manifold 
installation  in  place  of  the  shutoff  valve. 

(3)  Manifolding  is  authorized  for 
specification  cylinders  containing  the 
following  gases;  ethane,  ethylene, 
hydrogen  chloride,  liquebed 
hydrocarbon  gas,  liquefied  petroleum 
gas  and  propylene,  except  that 
aluminum  cylinders  are  not  authorized 
for  hydrogen  chloride  and  liquefled 
hydrocarbon  gas  service,  provided  each 
cylinder  is  equipped  with  approved 
pressure  relief  devices  as  required  by 
§  173.34(d)  or  §  173.315(i)  of  this  part; 
and  provided  further,  that  each  cylinder 
is  equipped  with  an  individual  shutoff 
valve  ^at  must  be  tightly  closed  while 
in  transit.  Each  cylinder  must  be 
separately  charged  and  means  must  be 
provided  to  insure  that  no  interchange  of 
cylinder  contents  can  occur  during 
transportation.  Manifold  branch  lines  to 
these  individual  shutoff  valves  must  be 
sufbciently  flexible  to  prevent  injury  to 
the  valves  which  otherwise  might  result 
from  the  use  of  rigid  branch  lines. 
***** 

(h)*  *  * 

Packagings 


DOT  SAL . 

. • . . 

. 

*  *  *  *  * 

17.  In  §  173.302,  a  new  paragraph 
(a)(5)  is  added;  and  paragraphs  (a)(4)(ii), 
(iii),  and  (f)  are  re^Hsed  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  173.302  Charging  of  cylinders  with 
nonliquefied  compressed  gases. 

(a)*  *  * 

*  *  * 

(ii)  Cylinder  must  be  equipped  only 
with  brass  or  stainless  steel  valve;  and 

(iii)  Each  cylinder  must  be  cleaned  in 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
Federal  Specification  RR-C-901b,  dated 
August  1, 1967,  paragraphs  3.7.2  and 
3.8.2.  Cleaning  agents  equivalent  to 


those  specified  in  RR-C-901b,  may  be 
used;  however  any  cleaning  agent  must 
not  be  capable  of  reacting  with  oxygen. 
One  cylinder  selected  at  random  from  a 
group  of  200  or  less  cleaned  at  the  same 
time,  must  be  tested  for  oil 
contamination  in  accordance  with 
specification  RR-C-90lb  paragraph 
4.4.2.3  and  meet  the  standard  of 
cleanliness  specified. 

(5)  Specification  3AL  (§  178.46  of  this 
subchapter)  cylinders  are  authorized 
only  for  the  following  nonliqueHed 
gases;  air,  argon,  carbon  monoxide, 
diborane,  ethylene,  helium,  mercury  free 
hydrogen,  krypton,  methane,  nitrogen, 
neon,  oxygen  and  xenon.  When  used  in 
oxygen  service,  aluminum  cylinders 
must  be  in  compliance  with  the 
following  conditions; 

(1)  Cylinder  must  be  equipped  only 
with  brass  or  stainless  steel  valve; 

(ii)  Cylinder  must  have  only  straight 
threads  in  the  opening; 

(iii)  Each  cylinder  must  be  cleaned  in 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
Federal  Specification  RR-C-901b,  dated 
August  1, 1967,  paragraphs  3.7.2,  and 
3.8.2.  Cleaning  agents  equivalent  to 
those  specified  in  RR-C-901b  may  be 
used;  however,  any  cleaning  agent  must 
not  be  capable  of  reacting  with  oxygen. 
One  cylinder  selected  at  random  from  a 
group  of  200  or  less,  cleaned  at  the  same 
time,  must  be  tested  for  oil 
contamination  in  accordance  with 
Specification  RR-C-901b,  paragraph 
4.4.2.3,  and  meet  the  standard  of 
cleanliness  speciHed;  and 

(iv)  Cylinder  must  have  a  marked 
service  pressure  not  exceeding  3000  psi. 
***** 

(f)  Carbon  monoxide.  Carbon 
monoxide  must  be  shipped  in  a 
speciHcation  3A,  3AX,  3AA,  3AAX,  3AL, 
3,  3E,  or  3T,  (§§  178.36, 178.37, 178.48, 
178.42, 178.45  of  this  subchapter) 
cylinder  having  a  minimum  service 
pressure  of  1,800  psig.  The  pressure  in 
the  cylinder  must  not  exceed  1000  psig 
at  70°  F.  except  that  if  the  gas  is  dry  and 
sulfur  free,  the  cylinder  may  be  charged 
to  Hve-sixths  of  the  cylinder  service 
pressure  or  2000  psig,  whichever  is  the 
lesser. 

*  *  *  *  '  * 

18.  In  §  173.304,  the  table  in  paragraph 
(a)(2)  is  amended  by  adding  DOT  3AL 
cylinders  with  various  service  pressures 
for  certain  hazardous  materials,  and  by 
adding  footnote  11;  paragraphs  (a)(3) 
and  (a)(4)  are  added;  and  paragraph 
(d)(3)(i)  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.304"  Charging* of  cylinders  with 
liquefied  compressed  gas. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  * 
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Kind  o(  gas 


Comainers  maiked  as  shown  in  Ms  column  or  of  ttia 
Maximum  permined  filling  same  type  with  higher  service  pressure  must  be  used 
denshy  (see  Note  1)  except  as  provided  in  { 173.34  (a),  1173^1(0  (see 

notes  following  tabled 


Anhydrous  ammonia _ 


Percent 

64. . .  DOT-4:  OOT-3A480;  COT.3AA480;  DOr-3A480X; 

DOT-4A480;  OOT-3;  OOT-4AA480;  OOT-3E1800; 
IX7T-3AL480. 


Bromotrifluoromethane  (R-13B1  or  124. 
1301). 


Cartxjn  dioxide,  Hquefied  (see  Notes  4.  06.. 
7,  and  8). 


Carbon  dkixide,  nitrous  oxide  mixture  68- 
(see  Notes  7,  and  B). 


ChlorodHIuroethane  (R-142b)  or  1-  100 
chloro-1,  1-difluoroethane  (see  Note 
8). 

CNorodifluotomethane  (R-22)  (See 
Note  8). 


Chloropentafluoroethane  (R-11S)  (see 
Note  8). 

Chlorotrilluoromethane  (R-13)  (see 
Note  8). 

Cyctoproparre  (see  Notes  8  and  8)  _ _ 55- 


OchlorodifluorotTiethane  (R-12)  (see 
Notes). 


C}Hluoroethane  (R-152a)  (see  Note  8)..  70- 


0OT-3A400;  OOT-3AA400;  DOT-3B400;  0OT-4A400; 
DOT-4AA480;  OOT-4B400;  D(7T-4BW400;  DOT- 
3E1800;  DOT-39;  DOT-3AL400. 

DOT-3A1800;  OOT-3AXieOO;  DOT-3AA1800;  DOT- 
3AAX1800;  DOT-3:  DOT-3E1800;  DOT-3T1800; 

DaT-3HT2000;  DOT-39;  DOT-3AL1800. 

0OT-3A1800;  OOT-3AX1800;  DOT-3AA1800;  DOT- 
3AAX1800;  DOT-3:  0OT-3E1800;  DOT-3T1800; 

DOT-3HT2000;  DOT-39;  DOT-3AL1600. 

OOT-3A150;  OOT-3AA1SO;  OOT-3B1SO;  IX3T-4B150; 
DOT-4BA22S:  DOT-4BW22S:  DOT-3E1800;  DOT-39; 
DOT-3AL150. 

0OT-3A240;  DOT-3AA240;  DOT-38240;  DOT-4B240; 
DOT-4BA240:  DOT-4BW240:  DOT-4B240ET;  DOT- 
4E240;  DOT-39;  DOT-41;  DOT-3E1600;  DOT- 
3ALA240. 

DOT-3A22S;  DOT-3AA22S;  OOT-3B22S;  DOT-4A22S: 
DOT-3AA225;  DOT-3B225;  DOT-4BW22S:  DOT- 
3E1800;  DOT-39;  OOT-3AL225. 

DOT-3A1800:  DOT-3AA1600;  DOT-3;  DOT-3E1800; 
OOT-39:  DOT-3AL1800. 

OOT-3A225;  DOT-3A480X;  DOT-3AA225;  1X77-38225; 
DOT-4A225:  DOT-4AA480:  DOT-4B225:  DOT- 

4BA225;  DOT-4B822S;  IX7T-4B240ET;  DOT-3;  DOT- 
3E1800;  OOT-39;  OOT-3AL22S. 

.  DOT-3A225:  DOT-3AA22S;  OOT-36226;  DOT-4A225; 
CX3T-4B225;  DOT-4BA22S;  DOT-4BW225;  OOT- 
4B240ET:  DOT-4E22S;  DOT-8:  OOT-30;  OOT-41: 
DOT-3E1800;  DOT-3AL225. 

.  OOT-3A1SO;  OOT-3AA1SO;  DOT-3B1S0;  DOT-4B1SO; 
OOT-4BA22S:  DOT-48W22S;  DOT-3E1800;  DOT- 
3AL150. 


Ethane  (see  Notes  8  arxl  9) . . . 35.8 .. 


Ethane  (see  Notes  8  arxl  9) . 

Ethylene  (see  Notes  8  and  9).—...., 


...  36.8. 
_ _  36S. 


Ethylene  (see  Notes  8  and  9). 
Ethylene  (see  Notes  8  and  9)-.— 


..-  32.5. 
355. 


Hydrogen  sulfide  (see  Note  10) _ 62.6 _ - 


Methylacetylerie-propadiene,  stabilized  Not  liquid  full  at  130°  F. 
(see  Note  5). 


OOT-3A1800;  DOT-3AX1800;  DC7r-3AA1800;  DOT- 
3AAX1800;  DOT-3:  DOT-3E1800:  DOT-3T1800: 

DOT-39:  DOT-3AL1800. 

DOT-3A2000;  OOT-3AX2000;  DaT-3AA200Q;  DOT- 
3AAX2000:  0OT-3T2000;  DOT-39;  D(3T-3AL2000. 
DOT-3A200;  0OT-3AX2000;  DOT-3AA2000;  DOT- 
3AAX1800;  DOT-3;  0OT-3E1800;  DOT-3T1800; 

DOT-39:  DOT-3AL1800. 

D0r-3A2000;  DOT-3AX2000;  DaT-3AA2000;  DOT- 
3AAX2000;  DOT-3T2000;  DOT-39;  DOT-3A12000. 
DOT-3A2400;  OOT-3AX2400;  OOT-3AA240ft  OOT- 
3AAX2400;  DOT-3T2400;  DOT-39;  DOT-3AL2400. 

0Crr-3A4e0;  DOT-3AA480;  OOT-38480;  DOT-4A4aOc 
DOT-4B480;  DOT-4BA480;  OOT-4BW480.:  DOT-28- 
480:  0OT-3E1800:  DOT-3AL480. 

.  [3OT-4B240  without  brazed  seams;  DOT-4BA240  with¬ 
out  brazed  seams;  DOT-3A240;  OOT-3AA240;  OOT- 
3B240;  DOT-3E1800;  DOT-4BW240;  DOT-4E240; 
DOT-48240ET;  DOT-4;  DOT-41;  IX)T-3AL240. 

.  DOT-3A1800;  DOT-3AX1800;  DOT-3AA1800;  OOT- 
3AAX1800:  DOT-3;  DOT-3E1800;  DOT-3T1800; 

DOT-3HT2000;  DOT-39;  D0r-3AL1800. 

Refrigerant  gas,  n.o.s.''  or  Dispersanl  Not  iquid  fun  at  130°  F _ OOT-3A240:  DOT-3AA240;  0OT-3B240;  DOT-3E1800; 

gas,  n.o.s.($ee  Note  8).  DOT-4A240;  DOT-4B240;  OOT-4BA240;  DOT- 

4BW240;  DOT-4E240;  DOT-0;  DOT-39;  DOT-3AL24a 
DOT-3A225;  DOT-3AA225;  OOT-3B225;  OOT-4A225: 
DOT-4B225;  DOT-4BA225;  DOT-4B240ET;  DOT-3: 
OOT-4;  OOT-2S;  OOT-26-1SO;  DOT-38;  DOT-39; 
DOT-3EL800;  DOT-3AL225. 

DOT-3A1000;  DOT-3AA1000;  DOT-3;  DOT-3E1800; 
0OT-3AL1000. 

DOT-4BtS0  without  brazed  seams:  DOT-4BA225  wMt- 
out  brazed  seams;  DC}T-4BW22S;  DOT-3A160;  DOT- 
3AA1S0;  DOT-25:  DOT-3E1800;  OOT-3AI.150. 
DOT-3A1800;  DOT-3AA1800;  DOT-3E1800;  DOT- 
3AL1800. 


Nitrous  oxide  (see  Notes  7, 8,  and  11).,.  68.. 


Sutfur  dioxide  (see  Note  8) . .  125 _ 

Sulfur  hexafluoride . . . . .  120 . . 

Vinyl  chloride  (see  Note  5) _ _ _ _  84 . 

Vinyl  fluoride,  inhibited _ _ _ _ 62-.— 


Note  11:  See  f  173.304(a)(4). 

(3)  Specification  3AL  (§  178.46  of  this 
subchapter)  cylinders  are  authorized 
also  for  the  following  liquefied  gases: 
cyclobutane,  hydrogen  selenide, 


propylene,  silane, 

bromochlorodifluoromethane,  vinyl 
bromide,  and  dimethyl  either. 


(4)  Specification  £)OT  3AL  (§  178.46  of 
this  subchapter)  cylinders  when  used  in 
nitrous  oxide  service  must  be  in 
compliance  with  out  following 
conditions: 

(i)  Cylinder  must  be  equipped  only 
with  brass  or  stainless  steel  valve;  and 

(ii)  Each  cylinder  must  be  (deaned  in 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
Federal  Specification  RR-C-901b 
paragraphs  3.7.2  and  3.8.2.  Cleaning 
agents  equivalent  to  those  specified  in 
RR-C-901b  may  be  used;  however,  any 
cleaning  agent  must  not  be  capable  of 
reacting  with  oxygen.  One  cylinder 
selected  at  random  from  a  group  of  200 
or  less  cleaned  at  the  same  time  must  be 
tested  for  oil  contamination  in 
accordance  vtdth  Specificaticm  RR-C- 
901b  paragraph  4.4.2.3  and  meet  the 
standard  of  cleanliness  specified. 

«  «  «  «  « 

(d)  *  *  * 

(3)  *  *  * 

(1)  Specification  3,*  3A,  3AA,  3B,  3E, 
3AL,  4B,  4BA,  4B240FLW,  4B240ET, 

4BW,  4B240X,‘  4E,  4,* 4A,*  9,*  25,»  28,* 

38,’  39,  or  41*  (§§  178.36, 17a37, 178.38, 
178.42, 178.46,178.50, 178.51, 17^54, 
178.55, 178.61, 178.65, 178.68  of  this 
subchapter)  cylinders.  Hie  internal 
volume  of  a  specification  39  cylinder 
must  not  exceed  75  cubic  uudies. 
***** 

19.  In  §  173.328,  paragraph  (a)(2)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.328  Poison  A  materials  not 
specifically  provided  for. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  Specification  3A1800,  3AA1800, 
3AL1800,  or  3E1800  (§§  178.36, 178.37, 

178.42. 178.46  of  this  subchapter) 
cylinders. 

(1)  Specifications  3A,  3AA  and  3AL 
cylinders  must  not  exceed  125  pounds 
water  capacity  (nominal).  Cylinders 
must  have  valve  protection  or  be  packed 
in  strong  wooden  or  metal  boxes  as 
described  in  §  173.327(a)(2). 

Specification  3AL  cylin(lers  are 
authorized  only  for  arsine,  carbonyl 
sulfide,  and  phosphine  service. 
***** 

20.  In  §173.332,  paragraph  (a)(2)  is 
revised  as  follows: 

§  173.332  Hydrocyanic  add,  Hquid  (prussic 
add)  and  hydrocyanic  add  iquefled. 

(a)  *  *  ‘ 

(2)  Specification  3A480,  3AA480, 
3A480X‘  or  3AL1800  (§  17a36, 178.37, 

178.46  of  this  subchapter)  metal 
cylinders  of  not  over  278  pounds  water 
(opacity  (nominal):  valve  protection  cap 
must  be  used  and  be  at  least  yis-inch 
thick,  gas-tight,  with  Vis-inch  faced  seat 
for  gasket  and  with  United  States 
standard  form  thread:  the  cap  must  be 
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capable  of  preventing  injury  or 
distortion  of  the  valve  when  it  is 
subjected  to  an  impact  caused  by 
allowing  the  cylinder,  prepared  as  for 
shipment,  to  fall  from  an  upright  position 
with  side  of  cap  striking  a  solid  steel 
object  projecting  not  more  than  6  inches 
above  floor  level. 

*  «  «  *  * 

21.  In  §  173.336,  paragraph  (a)(2)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.336  Nitrogen  dioxide,  ilquich, 
nitrogen  peroxide,  liquid;  and  nitrogen; 
tetroxide,  liquid. 

(a)*  *  * 

(2)  Specification  3A480,  3AA480, 
3AL1800.  or  25*  (§§  178.36, 178.37,  or 
178.46  of  this  subchapter)  metal 
cylinders  with  valve  removed  are 
authorized.  Valve  opening  must  be 
closed  by  means  of  a  solid  metal  plug 
with  tapered  thread  properly  luted  to 
prevent  leakages;  valve  protection  cap 
must  be  used  and  be  at  least  %  e-inch 
thick,  gas-tight,  with  e-inch  faced  seat 
for  gasket  and  with  United  States 
standard  form  thread. 
***** 

22.  In  §  173.337,  paragraphs  (a)  (1)  and 
(2)  are  revised  to  read  as  set  forth  below 
and  paragraphs  (a)(3)  and  (4)  are 
removed. 

§173.337  Nitric  oxide. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  Specification  3A1800,  3AA1800, 
3E1800.  or  3AL2800  (§§  178.36, 178.37, 
178.42,  or  178.46  of  this  subchapter) 
cylinders  charged  to  a  pressure  of  not 
more  than  750  psi  at  70°  F.  Cylinders 
must  be  equipped  with  a  valve  of 
stainless  steel  and  valve  seat  of  material 
which  will  not  be  deteriorated  by 
contact  with  nitric  oxide  or  nitrogen 
dioxide.  Cylinders  or  valves  may  not  be 
equipped  with  safety  devices  of  any 
type.  Valve  outlets  must  be  sealed  by  a 
solid  threaded  cap  or  plug  and  an  inert 
gasketing  material. 

(i)  Specification  3E1800  cylinders  must 
be  packed  in  strong  wooden  boxes  of 
such  design  as  to  protect  valves  from 
injury  or  accidental  functioning  under 
conditions  incident  to  transportation. 
Each  outside  package  must  be  plainly 
marked  “Inside  containers  comply  with 
prescribed  specifications." 

(ii)  SpeciHcation  3A,  3AA,  and  3AL 
cylinders  must  have  their  valves 
protected  by  metal  caps  securely 
attached  to  the  cylinders  and  be  of 
sufficient  strength  to  protect  the  valves 
from  injury  during  transit,  or  by  packing 
in  strong  wooden  boxes  of  such  design 
as  to  protect  valves  from  injury  or 
accidental  functioning  under  conditions 
incident  to  transportation.  Each  outside 
package  must  be  plainly  marked  “Inside 


containers  comply  with  prescribed 
specifications.” 

(2)  Specification  106A500X 

(§§  179.300, 179.301  of  this  subchapter) 
tank  car  tanks.  Nitric  oxide  charge  in 
each  tank  may  not  exceed  200  psig  at  70°" 
F.  Each  tank  must  be  equipped  with  gas- 
tight  valve  protection  cap  (see  §  179.302 
of  this  subchapter).  Each  valve  outlet 
must  be  sealed  by  a  threaded  solid  plug 
or  a  threaded  cap  with  inert  luting  or 
gasket  material.  Valves  must  be  of 
stainless  steel  and  the  caps,  plugs,  and 
valve  seats  must  be  of  material  that  will 
not  be  deteriorated  by  contact  with 
nitric  oxide  or  nitrogen  dioxide.  The 
tank  may  not  be  equipped  with  any 
safety  relief  device. 

23.  §  173.351  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  173.351  Hydrocyanic  acid  solutions. 

Hydrocyanic  acid  solutions  not  over  5 
percent  hydrocyanic  acid  must  be 
packaged  in  specification  containers  as 
follows: 

(a)  As  prescribed  in  §  173.332. 

(b)  Specification  15A,  15B,  15C,  16A, 
19A  or  19B  (§§  178.168, 178.169, 178.170, 
178.185, 178.190  or  178.191  of  this 
subchapter)  wooden  boxes  with  inside 
glass  bottles  not  over  1  pound  capacity 
each  for  solutions  of  not  over  5  percent 
hydrocyanic  acid  and  not  over  5  pints 
capacity  each  for  solutions  of  not  over  2 
percent  strength.  Completed  package, 
with  glass  packaging  filled  with  water, 
must  be  capable  of  withstanding  six 
four-foot  drops  onto  solid  concrete  in 
the  following  order,  bottom,  four  sides, 
and  top.  without  breakage. 

24.  In  §  173.354,  paragraph  (a)(3)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.354  Motor  fuel  antiknock  compound 
or  tetraethyl  lead. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(3)  Specification  steel  or  nickel 
cylinders  as  prescribed  for  any 
compressed  gas  except  acetylene. 
***** 

25.  In  §  173.358,  paragraph  (a)(7)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.356  Hexaethyl  tetraphosphate; 
methyl  parathion;  organic  phosphate 
compound;  organic  phosphorous 
compound;  parathion;  tetraethyl  dithio 
pyrophosphate;  and  tetraethyl 
phyrophosphate,  liquid. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(7)  Specification  cylinders  as 
prescribed  for  any  compressed  gas 
except  acetylene.  DOT  3AL  cylinders 
are  authorized  only  for  parathion  and 
methyl  parathion  service. 
***** 


PART  178— SHIPPING  CONTAINER 
SPECIFICATIONS 

26.  §  178.46  is  added  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  178.46  Specification  3AL;  seamless 
cylinders  made  of  definitely  prescribed 
aluminum  alloys. 

§  178.46>1  Compliance. 

Each  specification  3AL  seamless 
cylinder  must  comply  with  this  section. 

§  178.46-2  Size  and  service  pressure. 

(a)  The  maximum  water  capacity  is 
1000  pounds. 

(b)  The  minimum  service  pressure  is 
150  psig  (see  §  173.300(h)  of  this 
subchapter). 

§178.46-3  Inspection. 

Inspections  and  verifications  must  be 
performed  by  an  independent  inspection 
agency  approved  in  writing  by  the 
Associate  Director  for  HMR  in 
accordance  with  §  173.300a  of  this 
subchapter.  Chemical  analyses  and  tests 
as  specified  must  be  made  within  the 
United  States  unless  otherwise 
approved  in  writing  by  the  Associated 
Director  for  HMR  in  accordance  with 
§  173.300b  of  this  subchapter. 

§  178.46-4  Duties  Of  the  Inspector. 

(a)  The  inspector  shall  determine  that 
all  materials  comply  with  this 
specification  before  releasing  those 
materials  for  cylinder  manufacture. 

(b)  The  inspector  shall  verify 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  178.48-5(d)(l)  by: 

(1)  Performing  or  witnessing  the 
performance  of  the  chemical  analyses 
on  each  melt  or  cast  lot  or  other  unit  of 
starting  material;  or 

(2)  Obtaining  a  certified  chemical 
analysis  from  the  material  or  cylinder 
manufactiurer  for  each  melt,  or  cast  of 
material;  or 

(3)  Obtaining  a  certified  check 
analysis  on  one  cylinder  out  of  each  lot 
of  200  cylinders  or  less,  if  a  certificate 
containing  data  to  indicate  compliance 
with  the  material  specification  is 
obtained. 

(c)  The  inspector  shall  verify 
ultrasonic  inspection  of  all  material  by 
inspection  or  by  obtaining  the  material 
producer’s  certificate  of  ultrasonic 
inspection.  Ultrasonic  inspection  must 
be  performed  or  verified  as  having  been 
performed  in  accordance  with  §  178.46- 
5(e). 

(d)  The  inspector  shall  determine  that 
each  cylinder  complies  with  this 
specification  by: 

(1)  Making  a  complete  internal 
inspection  before  closing; 
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(2)  Making  a  complete  external 
inspection: 

(3)  Verifying  that  heat  treatment  was 
proper, 

(4)  Selecting  the  samples  for  all  tests; 

(5)  Selecting  the  samples  for  check 
analyses  performed  by  other  than  the 
material  producer; 

(6)  Witnessing  each  test; 

(7)  Verifying  that  the  prescribed 
minimum  thickness  was  met  by 
measuring  or  witnessing  the 
measurement  of  the  wall  thickness; 

(8)  Verifying  that  the  identification  of 
material  is  proper, 

(9)  Verifying  the  threads,  by  gauge; 

(10)  Reporting  volumetric  capacity, 
•tare  weight,  and  minimum  thickness 

noted: 

(11)  Determining  that  each  cylinder  is 
marked  in  compliance  with  the 
speciRcation;  and 


(12)  Preparing  and  providing  the 
required  report  to  the  cylinder  maker, 
purchaser,  and  the  Associate  Director 
for  HMR. 

(e)  Prior  to  initial  production  of  any 
design  or  design  change,  verify  that  die 
design  qualification  tests  prescribed  in 
§  178.46^f)  have  been  performed  with 
acceptable  results. 

(f)  In  this  speciRcation,  a  “lot”  means 
of  group  of  cylinders  successively 
produced  having  the  same: 

(1)  Size  and  conRguration; 

(2)  SpeciRed  material  of  construction; 

(3)  Process  of  manufacture  and  heat 
treatment: 

(4)  Equipment  of  manufacture  and 
heat  treatment;  and 

(5)  Conditions  of  time,  temperature 
and  atmosphere  during  heat  treatment. 

In  no  case  may  the  lot  size  exceed  200 
cylinders,  but  any  cylinder  processed  for 
use  in  the  required  destructive  physical 


testing  need  not  be  counted  as  being  one 
of  the  200. 

S  178.46-5  Authorized  material  and 
identification  of  material. 

(a)  Starting  stock  must  be  cast  stock 
that  is  later  scalped  prior  to  extrusion  of 
the  cylinder  shell.  If  starting  stock  is  not 
cast  stock,  it  must  be  traceable  to  cast 
stock  that  has  been  scalped  prior  to 
extrusion. 

(b)  Material  with  seams,  cracks, 
laminations,  or  other  defects  likely  to 
weaken  the  finished  cylinder  may  not  be 
used. 

(c)  Material  must  be  identiRed  by  a 
suitable  method  that  will  identify  Uie 
alloy,  the  aluminum  producer's  cast 
number,  the  solution  heat  treat  batch 
number  and  the  lot  number. 

(d)  The  material  must  be  of  uniform 
quality.  Only  the  following  heat 
treatable  aluminum  alloys  are  permitted: 


(1)  Chemical  Composition  Limits  * 


Aluminum  association 
alloy  designation  No. 

Chemical  composition  | 

Other  •  ] 

Al 

wm 

Fe 

Cu 

Mn 

Mg 

Cr 

Zn 

Ti 

Each 

Total 

6351  . 

0.7-1 .3 

0.50 

maximum.  1 
0.7 

maximum. 

0.10 

maximum. 
0.15-0.40 . 

0  40-0.8 . 

0.40-0-6 

0.20 

0.20 

maximum. 

0.15 

maximum 

0.05 

maximum. 

0.05 

maximum. 

0.15 

maximum. 

0.15 

maximum. 

Remainder. 

Remainder. 

1 

6061 . 

0.15 

maxifTHim. 

0.8-12 

0.04-0.35 

maximum. 

0.25 

maximum. 

■  ASTM  B  221-76  Standard  Specffication  for  Akiminum-Alloy  Extruded  Bats,  Rods  Shapes,  and  Tubes,  Table  t  Chemical  Composition  limits. 

r  Analysis  is  regularly  inade  only  for  the  eleinerds  for  which  specific  limits  are  sho«m,  exc^  for  unalloyed  akirninum.  If,  however,  the  preserice  of  other  eiernenl  is  suspected  to  be,  or  in  die  coume  of 
>001100  analysis  is  indicated  to  be  in  excess  of  specified  limits,  further  analysis  is  made  to  determine  that  these  other  elements  are  not  in  excess  of  the  amount  speofied.  (Akminum  Association 
Standards  and  Data — Sixth  Edition  1979.) 


(2)  Mechanical  Property  Limits 


Alloy  and  temper 

[  TensHe  strength — PSI  | 

Elonga- 
tioo— 
percent 
minimum  for 
2  "  or  40  • 
size 

specimen 

Uttimate— 

minimum 

Yield- 

minimum 

6351-T6 . . . - . 

42,000 

38,000 

37,000 

35.000 

M4 

•14 

6061-T6 . . . - . 

>  “D"  represents  specimen  diameter. 

^When  cylinder  wall  is  not  over  S/lO-inch  thick,  10  percent  elongation  is  authorized  when  using  a  24t  x  6t  size  test 
specimen. 


(e)  All  starting  stock  must  be  100 
percent  ultrasonically  inspected,  along 
the  length  at  right  angles  to  the  central 
axis  from  two  positions  at  90°  to  one 
another.  The  equipment  and  continuous 
scanning  procedure  must  be  capable  of 
detecting  and  rejecting  internal  defects 
such  as  cracks  which  have  an  ultrasonic 
response  greater  than  that  of  a 
calibration  block  with  a  y64-inch 
diameter  Rat  bottomed  hole. 

(f)  Cast  stock  must  have  uniform 
equiaxed  grain  structure  not  to  exceed 
250  microns  average. 

(g)  Any  starting  stock  not  complying 
with  the  above  must  be  rejected. 

§  178.46-6  Manufacture. 

(a)  Cylinder  shells  must  be 
manufactured  by  the  backward 


extrusion  method  and  have  a 
cleanliness  level  adequate  to  ensure 
proper  inspection. 

(b)  No  Rssure  or  other  defect  is 
acceptable  that  is  likely  to  weaken  the 
finished  cylinder  below  the  design 
strength  requirements.  A  reasonably 
smooth  and  uniform  surface  Rnish  is 
required.  If  not  originally  free  Rom  such 
defects,  the  surface  may  be  machined  or 
otherwise  conditioned  to  eliminate  these 
defects. 

(c)  The  thickness  of  the  cylinder  base 
may  not  be  less  than  the  prescribed 
minimum  wall  thickness  of  the 
cylindrical  shell.  The  cylinder  base  must 
have  a  basic  torispherical, 
hemispherical,  or  ellipsoidal  interior 
base  conRguration  where  the  dish  radius 
is  no  greater  than  1.2  times  the  inside 


diameter  of  the  shell.  The  knuckle  radius 
may  not  be  less  than  12  percent  of  the 
inside  diameter  of  the  shell. 

(d)  For  free  standing  cylinders,  the 
base  thickness  must  be  at  least  two 
times  the  minimum  wall  thickness  along 
the  line  of  contact  between  the  cylinder 
base  and  the  Roor  when  the  cylinders 
are  in  the  vertical  position. 

(e)  Welding  or  brazing  is  prohibited. 

(f)  Each  new  design  and  any 
signiRcant  change  to  any  acceptable 
design  must  be  qualiRed  for  production 
by  testing  prototype  samples  as  follows: 

(1)  Three  samples  must  be  subjected 
to  100,000  pressure  reversal  cycles 
between  zero  and  service  pressure  or 
10,000  pressure  reversal  cycles  between 
zero  and  test  pressure,  at  a  rate  not  in 
excess  of  10  cycles  per  minute  without 
failure. 

(2)  Three  samples  must  be  pressurized 
to  destruction  and  failure  must  not  occur 
at  less  than  2.5  times  the  marked 
cylinder  service  pressure.  Each  cylinder 
must  remain  in  one  piece.  Failure  must 
initiate  in  the  cylinder  sidewall  in  a 
longitudinal  direction.  Rate  of 
pressurization  must  not  exceed  200  psi 
per  second. 

(g)  In  this  speciRcation  “signiRcant 
change"  means  a  10  percent  or  greater 
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change  in  cylinder  wall  thickness, 
service  pressure,  or  diameter,  a  30 
percent  or  greater  change  in  water 
capacity  or  base  thickness;  any  change 
in  material;  over  100  percent  increase  in 
size  of  openings;  or  any  change  in  the 
number  of  openings. 

§178.46-7  Wail  thickness. 

(a)  The  minimum  wall  thickness  must 
be  such  that  the  wall  stress  at  the 
minimum  specified  test  pressure  will  not 
exceed  80  percent  of  the  minimum  yield 
strength  nor  exceed  67  percent  of  the 
minimum  ultimate  tensile  strength  as 
verified  by  physical  tests  in  §  178.46-13. 

(b)  Calculations  must  be  made  by  the 
formula: 

S=(P(1.3  D*+0.4d^]/[D*-d^ 

Where: 

S= Wall  stress  in  pounds  per  square  inch; 

P= Prescribed  minimum  test  pressure  in 
pounds  per  square  inch  (see  §  178.46- 
11(c)): 

D= Outside  diameter  in  inches;  and 

d= Inside  diameter  in  inches. 

(c)  The  minimum  wall  thickness  for 
any  cylinder  with  an  outside  diameter 
greater  than  5  inches  must  be  0.125  inch. 

§  178.46-8  Openings. 

(a)  Openings  are  permitted  in  heads 
only. 

(b)  The  size  of  any  centered  opening 
in  a  head  may  not  exceed  one-half  the 
outside  diameter  of  the  cylinder. 

(c)  Other  openings  are  permitted  in 
the  head  of  a  cylinder  if: 

(1)  Each  opening  does  not  exceed 
2.625  inches  in  diameter,  or  one-half  the 
outside  diameter  of  the  cylinder, 
whichever  is  less; 

(2)  Each  opening  is  separated  from 
each  other  by  a  ligament:  and 

(3)  Each  ligament  which  separates  two 
openings  must  be  at  least  three  times  the 
average  of  the  diameters  of  the  two 
openings. 

(d)  All  openings  must  be  circular. 

(e)  All  openings  must  be  threaded. 
Threads  must  comply  with  the 
following: 

(1)  Each  thread  must  be  clean  cut, 
even,  without  any  checks,  and  to  gauge. 

(2)  Taper  threads,  when  used,  must  be 
the  American  Standard  Pipe  Thread 
(NPT)  type  complying  with  the  USDC. 
NBS  Handbook  H-28,  Part  ID,  Section 
VII,  or  the  National  Gas  Taper  Thread 
(NGT)  standard  complying  with  NBS 
Handbook  H-28,  Part  II,  Sections  VIl 
and  IX. 

(3)  Straight  threads  conforming  with 
National  Gas  Straight  Thread  (NGS) 
standards  are  authorized.  These  threads 
must  comply  with  NBS  Handbook  H-28. 
Part  II,  Sections  VII  and  IX. 


§  178.46-9  Heat  treatment. 

Prior  to  any  test,  all  cylinders  must  be 
subjected  to  a. solution  heat  treatment 
and  aging  treatment  appropriate  for  the 
aluminum  alloy  used. 

§  178.46-10  Pressure  relief  devices  and 
protection  for  valves,  pressure  relief 
devices,  and  other  connections. 

Pressure  relief  devices  and  protection 
arrangements  for  valves,  pressure  relief 
devices,  and  other  connections  must 
comply  with  §§  173.34(d)  and  173.301(g) 
of  this  subchapter. 

§  178.46-1 1  Hydrostatic  test 

(a)  Each  cylinder  mustbe  subjected  to 
an  internal  test  pressure  using  the  water 
jacket  equipment  and  method  or  other 
suitable  equipment  and  method.  The 
testing  apparatus  must  be  operated  in  a 
manner  so  as  to  obtain  accurate  data. 
The  pressure  gauge  used  must  permit 
reading  to  an  accuracy  of  one  percent. 
The  expansion  gauge  must  permit 
reading  the  total  expansion  to  an 
accuracy  of  either  one  percent  or  0.1 
cubic  centimeter. 

(b)  The  test  pressure  must  be 
maintained  for  a  sufficient  period  of 
time  to  assure  complete  expansion  of 
the  cylinder.  In  no  case  may  the 
pressure  be  held  less  than  30  seconds.  If, 
due  to  failure  of  the  test  apparahis,  the 
required  test  pressure' cannot  be 
maintained,  the  test  may  be  repeated  at 
a  pressure  increased  by  10  percent  or 
100  psi,  whichever  is  lower.  If  the  test 
apparatus  again  fails  to  maintain  the 
test  pressure,  the  cylinder  being  tested 
must  be  rejected.  Any  internal  pressure 
applied  to  the  cylinder  before  any 
official  test  may  not  exceed  90  percent 
of  the  test  pressure. 

(c)  The  minimum  test  pressure  is  the 
greatest  of  the  following; 

(1)  450  psi  regardless  of  service 
pressure; 

(2)  Two  times  the  service  pressure  for 
cylinders  having  service  pressure  less 
than  500  psi;  or 

(3)  Five-thirds  times  the  service 
pressure  for  cylinders  having  a  service 
pressure  of  at  least  500  psi. 

(d)  Permanent  volumetric  expansion 
may  not  exceed  10  percent  of  total 
volumetric  expansion  at  test  pressure. 

§178.46-12  Flattening  test 

(a)  The  flattening  test  must  be 
performed  on  one  cyliner  taken  at 
random  out  of  each  lot  of  200  or  less  by 
placing  the  cylinder  between  wedge 
shaped  knife  edges  having  a  60’ 
included  angle,  and  rounded  in 
accordance  with  the  following  table. 
The  longitudinal  axis  of  the  cylinder 
must  be  at  an  angle  90*  to  the  knife 
edges  during  the  test. 


Table 

Cylinder  wall  IMckness  in  inctie* 

Radius 

m 

inches 

Under  .150 . . . - . 

.500 

.150  to  .249 . . .  -  -  - 

.875 

.250  to  .349 _ _ _ _ _ 

1.500 

.350  to  .449 

2.125 

.450  to  .549  - 

2.750 

.550  to  .649  . . « _ _ _ _ _ j 

3.500 

.650  to  .749 

4.125 

(b)  An  alternate  bend  test  in 
accordance  with  ASTM  E  290-77  using  a 
mandrel  diameter  not  more  than  6  times 
the  wall  thickness  is  authorized  to 
qualify  lots  that  fail  the  flattening  test  of 
this  section  without  reheat  treatment.  If 
used,  this  test  must  be  performed  on  two  ^ 
samples  from  one  cylinder  taken  at 
random  out  of  each  lot  of  200  cylinders 
or  less. 

(e)  Each  test  cylinder  must  withstand 
flattening  to  nine  times  the  wall 
thickness  without  cracking.  When  the 
alternate  bend  test  is  used,  the  test 
specimens  shall  remain  uncracked  when 
bent  inward  around  a  mandrel  in  the 
direction  of  curvature  of  the  cylinder 
wall  until  the  interior  edges  are  at  a 
distance  apart  not  greater  than  the 
diameter  of  the  mandrel. 

§  176.46-13  Mechanical  properties  test 

(a)  Two  test  specimens  cut  from  one 
cylinder  representing  each  lot  of  200 
cylinders  or  less  must  be  tested.  The 
results  of  the  test  must  conform  to  at 
least  the  minimum  acceptable 
mechanical  property  limits  for  aluminum 
alloys  as  speci^d  in  §  178.46-5(d)(2). 

(b)  Specimens  must  be  4D  bar  or 
gauge  length  2  inches  with  width  not 
over  1  Vi  inch  taken  in  the  direction  of 
extrusion  approximately  180°  from  each 
other,  provided  that  gauge  length  at 
least  24  times  thickness  with  width  not 
over  6  times  thickness  is  authorized, 
when  cylinder  wall  is  not  over  inch 
thick.  The  specimen,  exclusive  of  grip 
ends,  may  not  be  flattened.  Grip  ends 
may  be  flattened  to  within  one  inch  of 
each  end  of  the  reduced  section.  When 
the  size  of  the  cylinder  does  not  permit 
securing  straight  specimens,  the 
specimens  may  be  taken  in  any  location 
or  direction  and  may  be  straightened  or 
flattened  cold  by  pressure  only,  not  by 
blows.  When  such  specimens  are  used, 
the  inspectors’s  report  must  show  that 
the  specimens  were  so  taken  and 
prepared.  Heating  of  specimens  for  any 
purpose  is  forbidden. 

(c)  The  yield  strength  in  tension  must 
be  the  stress  corresponding  to  a 
permanent  strain  of  0.2  percent  of  the 
gauge  length. 

(1)  The  yield  strength  must  be 
determined  by  either  the  “offset" 
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method  or  the  “extension  under  load” 
method  as  prescribed  in  ASTM 
Standard  B-557-79. 

(2)  In  using  the  “extension  under 
load”  method,  the  total  strain  (or 
“extension  under  load”)  corresponding 
to  the  stress  at  which  the  0.2  percent 
permanent  strain  occurs  may  be 
determined  with  sufficient  accuracy  by 
calculating  the  elastic  extension  of  the 
gauge  length  under  appropriate  load  and 
adding  thereto  0.2  percent  of  the  gauge 
length.  Elastic  extension  calculations 
must  be  based  on  an  elastic  modulus  of 
10,000,000  psi.  In  the  event  of 
controversy,  the  entire  stress-strain 
diagram  must  be  plotted  and  the  yield 
strength  determined  from  the  0.2  percent 
offset. 

(3)  For  the  purpose  of  strain 
measurement,  the  initial  strain  must  be 
set  while  the  specimen  is  under  a  stress 
of  6,000  psi,  the  strain  indicator  reading 
being  set  at  the  calculated 
corresponding  strain. 

(4)  Cross-head  speed  of  the  testing 
machine  may  not  exceed  Vs  inch  per 
minute  during  yield  strength 
determination. 

§  178.46-14  Rejected  cylinder. 

Reheat  treatment  of  rejected  cylinders 
is  authorized  one  time;  subsequent 
thereto,  cylinders  must  pass  all 
prescribed  tests  to  be  acceptable. 

§178.46-15  Marking. 

(a)  Each  cylinder  must  be  plainly  and 
permanently  marked,  by  stamping  on 
the  cylinder  shoulder,  top  head,  or  neck, 
in  the  following  order: 

(1)  The  specification  marking  “DOT 
SAL”  must  appear  Hrst  on  the  cylinder 
followed  immediately  by  the  service 
pressure  (for  example:  DOT-3AL 1800). 

(2)  The  serial  number  and  an 
identifying  symbol  or  letters  appear 
next;  location  of  the  number  to  be  just 
below  or  immediately  following  the 
DOT  mark;  location  of  the  symbol  to  be 
just  below  or  immediately  following  the 
number.  The  symbol  and  numbers  must 
be  those  of  the  maker.  The  symbol  must 
be  registered  with  the  Associate 
Director  for  HMR.  No  duplication  is 
authorized. 

Examples 
DOT-3AL 1800 
1234 
XY 

or:  DOT-3AL 1800-1234-XY. 

(3)  The  date  of  test  (such  as  5-81  for 
May  1981),  so  placed  that  the  dates  of 
subsequent  tests  can  be  easily  added, 
appears  next  followed  by  the  inspector’s 
official  mark. 

(4)  Marks  must  be  at  least  V4  inch  high 
if  space  permits. 


(b)  Other  marks  are  authorized 
provided  they  are  made  in  low  stress 
areas  other  than  the  side  wall  and  are 
not  of  a  size  and  depth  that  will  create 
harmful  stress  concentrations.  Such 
marks  may  not  conflict  with  any  DOT 
required  markings. 

§  178.46-16  Inspector’s  report 

Required  to  be  clear,  legible,  and  in 
the  following  form: 

(Place)  - 

(Date) - 

Gas  Cylinders: 

Manufactured  for - Company 

Location  at  - 

Manufactured  by - Company 

Location  at  - 

Consigned  to - 

Location  at  - 

Quantity  - 

Size - inches  outside  diameter  by 

- inches  long 

Marks  stamped  into  the  shoulder  of  the 
cylinder  are: 

Specification  DOT - 

Serial  numbers - to - inclusive 

Identifying  symbol  (registered)  - 

Cylinder  manufacturer’s  identification 

symbol  - - 

Inspector’s  mark - 

Test  date  - 

Tare  weights  (yes  or  no) 

Other  marks  (if  any)  - 

These  cylinders  were  made  by  process  of - 

The  cylinders  were  heat  treated  by  the  proc¬ 
ess  of - 

(alloy  and  temper  designation). 


The  material  used  was  verihed  as  to 
chemical  analysis  and  record  thereof  is 
attached  hereto. 

All  material  and  each  cylinder  were 
inspected:  all  that  were  accepted  were  found 
free  from  seams,  cracks,  laminations,  and 
other  defects  which  might  prove  injurious  to 
the  strength  of  the  cylinder.  The  processes  of 
manufacture  and  heat  treatment  of  cylinders 
were  supervised  and  found  to  be  efficient  and 
satisfactory. 

The  cylinder  walls  were  measured  and  the 
minimum  thickness  noted  was  at  least  equal 
to  the  minimum  design  thickness.  The  outside 

diameter  was  determined  tq  be - inches. 

The  wall  stress  was  calculated  to  be - 

pounds  per  square  inch  under  an  internal 

pressure  of - pounds  per  square  inch. 

The  required  minimum  thickness  is - 

inch. 

Hydrostatic  tests,  flattening  tests,  tensile 
tests  of  material,  and  other  tests,  as 
prescribed  in  SpeciHcation  DOT-3 AL  were 
made  in  the  presence  of  the  inspector  and  all 
material  and  cylinders  accepted  were  found 
to  be  in  compliance  with  that  specifrcation. 
Records  thereof  are  attached  hereto. 

I  hereby  certify  that  all  of  these  cylinders 
proved  satisfactory  in  every  way  and  comply 
with  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Specifrcation  3AL  except  as  follows: 
Exceptions  - 


(Signed) - 

(Inspector) - 

(Place)  - 

(Date) - 


Record  of  Chemical  Analyses  of  Material  for  Cylinders 

Numbered - to - inclusive. 

Size - inches  outside  diameter  by - inches  long. 

Made  by - Company. 

For - Company. 

Note. — Any  omission  of  analyses  by  heats,  if  authorized,  must  be  accounted  for  by 
notation  hereon  reading  “The  prescribed  certificate  of  the  manufacturer  of  material  has  been 
secured,  found  satisfactory,  and  placed  on  file,”  or  by  attaching  a  copy  of  the  certificate. 


*AKiminum  Association  Alloy  Designation  Number. 


The  analyses  were  made  by 
(Signed) 

(Place) 

(D.ste) 

Record  of  Physical  Tests  of  Material  for  Cylinders 

Numbered - to - inclusive. 

Size - inches  outside  diameter  by - inches  long. 

Made  by - ^ - Company. 

For - Company. 
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Test  No 

Cylinders 

represented 

Yield 

strength  at 
0.2  peroani 

TensHe 
_  strer^ 

Elongation 
(pen^  in 

FlaUeiiing 
test  (record 

(serial  Nos.) 

persq. 

feidi) 

'sq.  inch) 

specimen) 

oit) 

(Signed) 

(Place) 

(Date) 

Record  of  Hydrostatic  Tests  on  Cylinders 

Numbered - to - inclusive. 

Size - inches  outside  diameter  by - inches  long. 

Made  by  — - Company. 


Serial  Nos.  of  cylinders  tested 
arranged  manencaiy 

Actual  lest 
pressure 
(lbs.  persq. 
sichl 

i - 

Total 

asparision 

(cubic 

centi- 

•nelars)' 

I 

1  Permanaril 
expansion 
(cubic 
centi¬ 
meters)* 

1  Peroani 
raSo  oi 
permanent 
eMpeneion 
to  tom 
expansion 
(Actual 
value) 

Tare  weight 
Obs)« 

Volumetric 

capacity 

■  H  the  tesM  ara  iiH(to  by  a  malhod  involving  tli*  measurement  of  the  amoum  of  HquM  kaoed  into  ttw  cyiinder  by  the  lest 
pressures,  then  Sia  basic  data  on  which  the  catcutations  ara  made,  such  as  the  pump  factors,  temperature  of  liquid,  coefficient 
of  compressibility  of  iquids,  etc.,  must  also  be  givea 

*  Oo  not  include  removable  cap  but  state  whether  with  or  without  valve.  These  wei^ts  must  be  accurate  to  a  tolerance  of  1 
percent 

(Signed) 

(IHace)  ' 

(Date) 

(49  U.S.C  1803, 1804, 1808;  49  CFR  1.53,  App.  A  to  Part  1) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  November  25, 1981. 

L.  D.  Santman, 

Director,  Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36318  Filed  12-33-81;  8:46  am) 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1136 

(Ex  Parte  No.  MC-122  (Sub-No.  3)) 

Interpretatlon-Intercorporate  Hauling 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  interpretative  rule 
change. 

SUMMARY:  Final  rules  have  been 
promulgated  at  49  CFR  1136  which 
implement  49  U.S.C.  1Q524  (b)  and  (c). 
which  define  compensated 
intercorporate  hauling  (CIH)  operations, 
and  render  them  exempt  from  our 
carrier  licensing  regulations  on 
compliance  with  certain  conditions.  The 
Commission  has  determined  that  there 
is  no  prohibition  against  a 
transportation  firm  using  an  affiliated 
CIH  carrier  for  the  transportation  of 
company  traffic.  Conversely,  the  CIH 
exemption  does  not  extend  to  the  for- 
hire  transportation  of  traffic  tendered 


the  carrier  by  non-affiliates.  49  CFR 
1136.1  is  modified  in  light  of  this  finding. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  24. 1961. 
ADDRESS:  Copies  of  the  complete 
decision  are  available,  upon  request, 
from:  The  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  12th 
&  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Melvin  Werner,  (202)  275-7985,  or 
Edward  E.  Guthrie,  (202)  275-7691 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  a 
notice  published  at  45  FR  45528  (July  3, 
1980),  ffie  Commission  adc^ted  interim 
rules  implementing  49  U.S.C.  10524  (b) 
and  (c),  which  define  compensated  * 
intercorporate  hauling  (C^)  operations, 
and  render  them  exempt  from  our 
carrier  Ucensing  regulations  on 
compliance  with  certain  conditions. 

One  of  the  comments  to  the  interim 
rules,  submitted  by  Cape  Air  Freight, 
requested  a  declaratory  order  finding 
that  for-hire  carriers  may  not  use 
affiliates  operating  under  the  CIH 
exemption  to  transport  traffic  of  their 
customers. 


Notice  of  Cape  Air's  petiti^on  and  of 
several  other  inquiries  was  published  in 
Ex  Parte  No.  MC-122  (Sub-No.  3).  45  FR 
86768  (December  31. 1980).  We  have 
considered  the  comments  of  interested 
parties  and  conclude  that  49  CFR  1136.1 
should  be  revised  to  indicate  certain 
limitations  on  operations  under  the  CIH 
exemption.  This  interpretation  does  not 
preclude  any  notice  from  being  filed  as 
long  as  statutory  requirements  are 
otherwise  met 

49  CFR  1136.1,  promulgated  December 
31, 1980,  provides: 

%  1136.1  Scope. 

Compensated  transportation  service  by  a 
member  of  a  corporate  family  for  other 
members  of  the  same  corporate  family 
(“Compensated  Incorporate  Hauling”  or 
“CIH”)  is  exempt  from  Commission 
regulation  except  for  certain  notice 
requirements.  To  qualify  for  the  exemption, 
the  participants  shall  be  members  of  die 
corporate  family  in  whidi  the  parent  owns, 
directly  or  indirectly,  a  100-percent  interest  in 
the  subsidiaries.  These  regulations  prescribe 
procedures  for  comptiance  with  the  notice 
requirements  of  49  U.S.C  10524  (b)  and  (c). 

PART  1136— COMPENSATED 
INTERCORPORATE  HAULING 
OPERATION 

§  1136.1  [Amended] 

To  advise  the  public  of  our  findings  in 
this  proceeding  we  conclude  that  an 
additional  clause  should  be  added  to  the 
next-to-the  last  sentence  of  49  CFR 
1136.1.  Accordingly,  the  next  to  the  last 
sentence  of  §  1136.1  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  clause  to  follow  the 
word  “subsidiaries”:  *  *  *,  except  no 
corporation  engaged  primarily  in 
operations  as  a  for-hire  carrier  may  use 
an  affiliate  operating  under  the 
exemption  of  49  U.S.C.  10524(b),  for 
movement  of  freight  tendered  to  it  in  its 
capacity  as  a  carrier.  *  *  * 

We  are  not  providing  a  comment 
period  for  this  modification  because  the 
proceeding  from  which  it  derives  has 
provided  a  forum  for  adequate 
discussion  of  the  issues.  The  language 
which  has  been  added  to  49  CFR  1136.1 
is  interpretative,  and  does  not  indicate  a 
change  in  CIH  policy.  See  49  CFR 
1136.3(g).  Its  intent  is  merely  to  assist 
prospective  CIH  operators  to  recognize 
the  limits  of  the  exemption. 

This  notice  interprets  a  rule  and  will 
be  effective  upon  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Feileral  Register  (see  5 
U.S.C  553(dK2}).  In  addition,  ffiere  is 
good  cause  to  make  the  interpretation 
effective  immediately  so  that  carriers 
now  providing  service  and  those  that 
intend  to  file  CIH  notices  in  the  near 
future  may  understand  the  scope  of  the 
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permissible  operations.  (See  5  U.S.C. 
553(d)(3)). 

This  action  does  not  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  the  conservation  of 
energy  resources. 

(49  U.S.C.  103231  and  5  U.S.C.  553) 

Dale;  December  11, 1981. 

By  the  Commission.  Chairman  Taylor.  Vice 
Chairman  Clapp,  Commissioners  Gresham 
and  Gilliam. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36640  Filed  12-Z3-S1:  8:45  an) 
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Proposed  Rules 


Federal  Register 
Vol.  46,  No.  247 
Thursday,  December  24,  1981 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE 
PRESIDENT 

Office  of  Administration 
5  CFR  Part  2502 

Availability  of  Records;  Freedom  of 
Information  Act;  Proposed 
Amendments  to  Regulations 

agency:  OfRce  of  Administration, 
Executive  Office  of  the  President. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Freedom  of  Information 
Act  regulations  of  the  Office  of 
Administration  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  final  form  on  July  14, 
1980  (45  FR  47112).  Organizational 
changes  since  that  date  require 
amendment  to  the  regulations  to 
conform  with  the  present  structure  of 
the  agency.  The  proposed  regulations 
reflect  those  organizational  changes 
particularly  the  abolition  of  the  position 
of  Deputy  Director. 
dates:  Comments  on  the  proposed 
amendments  must  be  made  by  January 
25, 1982. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  directed 
to  Mary  C.  Lawton,  Acting  General 
Counsel,  Office  of  Administration,  17th 
and  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20530. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mary  C.  Lawton,  (202)  456-2977. 

Part  2502  of  Title  5  of  the  CFR  is 
proposed  to  be  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

)ohn  F.  W.  Rogers, 

Director. 

PART  2502— AVAILABILITY  OF 
RECORDS 

1.  Section  2502.4  is  proposed  to  be 
revised  to  read  as  follows; 

§  2502.4  Organization  and  functions. 

The  Office  of  Administration  was 
created  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of 
1977  and  Executive  Order  12028.  Its 
primary  function  is  to  provide  common 
administrative  and  support  services  for 


the  various  Agencies  of  the  Executive 
Office  of  the  President.  It  consists  of: 

(a)  The  Office  of  the  Director 

(b)  Five  Divisions — 

(1)  Personnel 

(2)  Financial  Management 

(3)  Administrative  Operations 

(4)  Library  and  Information  Services 

(5)  Automated  Systems 

The  Office  has  no  Held  organization. 
Offices  of  the  Office  of  Administration 
are  presently  located  in  the  Executive 
Office  Building,  17th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20530. 
Regular  office  hours  are  from  9  a.m.  to 
5:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday.  Both 
buildings  are  under  security  control. 
Persons  desiring  access  are  encouraged 
to  make  advance  arrangements  for  an 
appointment. 

§§  2502.7  through  2502.15  and  2502.19 
[Nomenclature  Change] 

2.  Sections  2502.7,  2502.8,  2502.9, 
2502.10,  2502.11,  2502.12,  2502.13,  2502,14, 
2502.15,  2502.19  are  amended  by 
substituting  the  title  ‘‘Director, 
Administrative  Operations  Division”  for 
the  title  ‘‘Deputy  Director”  wherever  it 
appears. 

3.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  2502 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Audioiity:  5  U.S.C.  552,  as  amended. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36805  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
10  CFR  Part  1004 

Freedom  of  Information;  Schedule  of 
Fees  for  Processing  Requests, 

Revision 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  proposes  to  revise  the  schedule  of 
fees  for  processing  requests  submitted 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act 
(FOIA)  (5  U.S.C.  552  et  seq.). 
date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  January  25, 1982. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  may  be  mailed 
to  Milton  Jordan,  Director,  Division  of 
Freedom  of  Information  and  Privacy 
Acts  Activities,  Room  lG-051, 1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Milton  Jordan,  Director,  Division  of 


Freedom  of  Information  and  Privacy 
Acts  Activities,  Room  lG-051, 

Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20585.  (202)  252-5955. 
Abel  Lopez  (Office  of  General  Counsel), 
Department  of  Energy,  Room  6A-211, 

1000  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585.  (202)  252-8618. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background. 

II.  Procedural  Requirements.  A.  Section  501 
of  the  DOE  Organization  Act;  B.  Executive 
Order  No.  12291;  C.  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act. 

III.  Written  Comments  Procedure. 

I.  Background 

The  FOIA  permits  the  DOE  to 
promulgate  Regulations,  after  notice  and 
comment,  specifying  a  uniform  fee 
schedule  for  document  search  and 
duplication  services  performed  by  the 
DOE  in  response  to  requests  submitted 
under  the  FOIA  (5  U.S.C.  552(a)(4)).  Fees 
must  be  limited  to  reasonable  standard 
charges,  and  must  provide  for  recovery 
of  only  costs  directly  incurred.  Fees  are 
to  be  waived  or  reduced,  if  DOE 
determines  that  such  waiver  or 
reduction  is  in  the  public  interest 
because  the  public  would  primarily 
benefit  from  furnishing  the  information 
to  the  requester. 

The  current  fee  schedule  for  search 
and  duplication  at  10  CFR  1004.9  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  8, 1979  (44  FR  1908).  Under  the 
DOE  Regulation  the  requester  is  charged 
all  search  and  duplication  costs 
associated  with  processing  the  FOIA 
request  when  the  total  fee  exceeds  $25. 
The  proposed  Regulation  would  lower 
this  threshold  amount  to  $15.  The 
proposed  Regulation  also  elaborates  on 
the  types  of  costs  to  be  charged,  extends 
the  duplication  provisions  of  the  fee 
schedule  to  requests  for  documents 
available  in  a  Departmental  Reading 
Room  and  establishes  $10  as  the  amount 
above  which  such  fees  will  be  charged. 
These  revisions  are  intended  to  recover 
more  of  the  costs  associated  with  these 
search  and  duplication  requests. 

II.  Procedural  Requirements 

A.  Section  501  of  the  DOE 
Organization  Act. 

Under  section  501(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act, 
the  Department  is  not  bound  by  the  prior 
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hearing  requirements  of  subsections  (b), 
(c)  and  (d)  with  respect  to  a  proposed 
Regulation  upon  our  determination  that 
no  substantial  issue  of  fact  or  law  exists 
and  that  the  proposed  Regulation  is 
unlikely  to  have  substantial  impact  on 
the  Nation's  economy  or  large  numbers 
of  individuals  and  businesses.  Where  it 
is  determined  that  no  substantial  issue 
or  impact  exists,  the  proposed 
Regulation  may  be  promulgated  in 
accordance  with  section  553  of  Title  5 
U.S.C. 

The  revision  of  the  fee  schedule  at  10 
CFR  1004.9  raises  no  substantial  issues 
of  fact  or  law  becuase  it  will  merely 
elaborate  the  types  of  costs  incurred 
and  allow  the  agency  to  recover  the 
costs  that  it  is  permitted  to  recover 
when  providing  documents.  The  amount 
of  costs  that  the  revision  permits  DOE  to 
recover  will  not  have  a  substantial 
impact  on  the  Nation’s  economy  or  large 
numbers  of  individuals  and  businesses. 

B.  Executive  Order  No.  12291. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this 
proposed  Regulation  is  not  a  proposed 
major  rule  subject  to  the  requirement  of 
the  Executive  Order  No.  12291  (46  pR 
13193,  February  19, 1981),  because  it  is 
not  likely  to  result  in:  an  annual  effect 
onthe  economy  of  more  than  $100 
million  or  more;  a  major  increase  in 
costs  of  prices  for  consumers,  individual 
industries.  Federal,  State  or  local 
government  agencies,  or  geographic 
regions;  or  cause  significant  adverse 
effects  on  competition,  employment, 
investment,  productivity,  innovation,  or 
on  the  ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 

C.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

Pursuant  to  section  605(b)  of  the 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  5  U.S.C.  601- 
612,  DOE  finds  that  sections  603  and  604 
of  the  Act  do  not  apply  to  the  proposed 
Regulation  because  promulgation  of  the 
rule  will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities. 

While  DOE  expects  that  the  number 
of  FOIA  requesters,  including  small 
entities  charged  a  fee  will  increase,  it 
does  not  anticipate  that  such  fee 
increases  will  have  a  signiBcant 
economic  impact  on  the  operations  of 
small  entities  or  that  the  actual  number 
of  small  entities  affected  will  be 
“substantial.” 

III.  Written  Comments  Procedure 

You  are  invited  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding  by  submitting  data,  views,  or 
arguments  with  respect  to  the  matters 
contained  in  this  proposed  Regulation. 
Comments  should  be  submitted  by  4:30 
p.m.,  E.S.T.,  on  the  date  set  forth  in  the 


“Dates”  section  of  this  proposed 
Regulation,  to  the  address  indicated  in 
the  “Addresses”  section  of  this 
proposed  Regulation  and  should  be 
identiBed  on  the  outside  envelope  and 
on  the  document  with  the  designation; 
“Freedom  of  Information  Fees 
Schedule.”  Three  copies  should  be 
submitted. 

Any  information  or  data  submitted 
which  you  consider  to  be  conBdential 
must  be  so  identiBed  and  submitted  in 
writing,  one  copy  only.  We  reserve  the 
right  to  determine  the  conBdential  status 
of  such  information  or  data  and  so  treat 
it  according  to  our  determination. 

Written  comments  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  and  copying  in  the 
DOE’S  Division  of  Freedom  of 
Information  and  Privacy  Acts  Activities. 
Room  lE-190, 1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20585. 

The  DOE  will  consider  all  timely 
comments  before  acting  on  the  matter 
proposed  in  this  Notice. 

(5  U.S.C.  552) 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble  Part  1004,  the  DOE  proposes 
to  amend  Chapter  X  of  10  CFR  as  set 
forth  below. 

Issued  in  Washington.  DC.  December  18. 
1981. 

William  S.  HeffelBnger, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Management  and 
A  dministration. 

Title  10  CFR,  Chapter  X,  Part  1004  is 
amended  as  follows: 

s 

PART  1004— FREEDOM  OF 
INFORMATION 

1.  In  §  1004.7,  paragraph  (a)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1004.7  Response  by  authorizing  officials: 
Form  and  content 

(a)  Form  of  grant  When  a  requested 
record  has  been  identiBed  and  will  be 
made  available,  and  where  applicable 
fees  are  $15  or  less  for  a  Freedom  of 
Information  request,  or  where  it  has 
been  determined  that  the  payment  of 
applicable  fees  should  be  waived,  the 
records  shall  be  made  available 
promptly.  Where  the  applicable  fees  are 
in  excess  of  $15  for  a  Freedom  of 
Information  request,  the  records  may  be 
made  available  before  all  charges  are 
paid  in  full. 

«  *  *  *  ♦ 

2.  In  §  1004.9,  paragraph  (a)(2)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1004.9  Fees  for  provisions  of  records. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  Fees  shall  not  be  charged  where 
they  would  amount,  in  the  aggregate,  for 
a  request  or  series  of  related  requests,  to 
$15  or  less  for  Freedom  of  Information 


request  A  request  for  documents 
available  in  a  Reading  Room  will  be 
charged  for  reproduction  costs  only  and 
will  not  be  charged  when  such  fees 
would  amount  in  the  aggregate,  for  a 
request  or  series  of  related  requests,  to 
$10  or  less.  Where  fees  are  in  excess  of 
$15  for  a  Freedom  of  Information 
request  or  $10  for  a  request  for 
documents  available  in  a  Reading  Room, 
the  requester  will  be  assessed  for  the 
full  amount. 

«  *  •  *  * 

3.  Section  1004.9  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (b)(6),  (b)(7)  and  (c). 
and  adding  (d)  to  read  as  follows; 

(b)  *  “ 

(6)  Computerized  records.  Fees  for 
services  in  processing  requests 
maintained  in  whole  or  in  part  in 
computerized  form  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  this  section  so  far  as 
practicable.  Services  of  persoimel  in  the 
nature  of  a  search  will  be  charged  at 
rates  prescribed  in  paragraph  (b)(4)  of 
this  section  unless  the  level  of  persoimel 
involved  permits  rates  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (b)(3)  of  this  section. 
Charges  for  computer  time  involved  is 
as  follows: 

(i)  Programming  (per  hour),  $17.00. 

'  (ii)  Key  punching/ per  1,000  card 
usage,  $183.00. 

(iii)  Duplication  per  hour,  $45.00. 

(iv) -Computer  time  per  quarter  hour. 
$219.00. 

(7)  Other  nonpaper  records.  Fees  for 
services  in  processing  requests  where 
the  records  are  maintained  on 
microBche,  microBlm,  recording  tape 
shall  be  as  follows: 

(i)  105mm  Bche  (duplicate),  $1.00. 

(ii)  100  ft.  roll  of  35mm  microBlm. 

$7.00. 

(iii)  100  ft.  roll  of  16mm  microBlm. 

$6.00. 

(c)  Notice  of  anticipated  fees  in 
excess  of  $15.  Unless  the  requester 
speciBcally  states  that  he  is  willing  to 
pay  whatever  fees  are  assessed  by  DOE 
for  meeting  the  request,  or,  alternatively, 
speciBes  an  amount  in  excess  of  $15 
which  he  is  willing  to  pay  and  which  in 
fact  covers  the  anticipated  fees  for 
meeting  the  request  a  request  that  is 
expected  to  involve  assessed  fees  in 
excess  of  $15  will  not  be  deemed  to  have 
been  received  until  the  requester  is 
advised  of  the  cost  agrees  to  bear  it 
and  makes  any  advance  deposit 
required.  Such  notiBcation  shall  be 
made  by  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Officer  consistent  with  §  1004.4(e). 
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(d)  Reading  Room  fees.  Reading  Room 
fees  in  excess  of  $10  will  be  billed  to  the 
requester  after  notification  of  costs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-3(i803  Filed  12-23-81:  a’4S  um) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  81-NW-90-AD] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Boeing 
Model  707/720  Series  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM). 


summary:  This  Notice  proposes  an 
amendment  to  an  existing  Airworthiness 
Directive  which  required  a  one-time 
visual  inspection  of  the  wing  station  733 
production  break  rib  lower  outboard 
and  inboard  chord  for  cracks  on  Boeing 
Model  707/720  airplanes.  This 
amendment  adds  repeat  inspection 
intervals  to  insure  that  cracks  do  not 
progress  to  the  extent  that  they  may 
degrade  the  structural  capability  of  the 
wing^  below  fail-safe  regulatory 
requirements. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  29, 1982. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  duplicate  to:  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Northwest 
Mountain  Region,  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket  No. 
81-NW-90-AD,  9010  East  Marginal  Way 
South,  Seattle,  Washington,  98108. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Roger  Anderson,  Airframe  Branch, 
ANM-120S  Seattle  Area  Aircraft 
Certification  Office,  FAA  Northwest 
Mountain  Region,  9010  East  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle,  Washington  98108, 
telephone  (206)  767-2516. 

Comments  Invited 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  regulatory  docket  or 
notice  number  and  be  submitted  in 
duplicate  to  the  address  specified 
above.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  the  closing  date  for  comments 
will  be  considered  by  the  Administrator 
before  taking  action  on  the  proposed 
rule.  The  proposals  contained  in  this 


notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA  public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  the 
proposed  AD  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket. 

Availability  of  NPRM’S 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Northwest 
Mountain  Region,  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel,  Attention:  Airworthiness  Rules 
Docket,  Docket  No.  81-NW-90-AD,  9010 
East  Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle, 
Washington  98108. 

Discussion:  The  existing  Airworthiness 
Directive,  T81-06-51,  Amendment  No. 
39-4110,  (46  FR  25428;  May  7, 1981) 
required  a  one-time  visual  inspection  of 
the  wing  station  733  production  break 
rib  lower  outboard  and  inboard  chords 
for  cracks.  The  action  was  necessary 
because  a  21-inch  long  crack  was  found 
in  the  aft  lower  outboard  wing  splice  rib 
chord  which  resulted  in  degradation  of 
the  structural  capability  of  the  wing 
below  fail-safe  regulatory  requirements. 
As  a  result  of  the  inspection,  operators 
reported  finding  several  rib  chords  with 
small  cracks,  none  of  which  seriously 
compromised  the  strength  of  the  wing. 
However,  analysis  and  evaluation 
subsequent  to  issuing  the  requirement 
for  a  one-^time  inspection  has  shown  that 
the  cracks  were  caused  by  stress 
corrosion  in  the  7079-T6  aluminum  alloy 
rib  chords.  Repetitive  inspections  are 
therefore  now  required  to  insure  that 
cracks  are  discovered  before  they 
progress  so  far  as  to  endanger  the 
structural  integrity  of  the  wing. 

Description  of  the  inspection 
procedures  and  related  documents  are 
included  in  Boeing  Service  Bulletin 
A3308,  Revision  2,  dated  July  10, 1981. 

The  continued  normal  inspections  in 
accordance  with  D6-44860 
(Supplemental  Structural  Inspection 
Document  for  High  Time  707/720 
Aircraft)  will  not  suffice  since  the  much 
longer  inspection  intervals  for  this  detail 
were  established  for  detection  of  fatigue 
damage  and  did  not  consider  the  faster 
progress  of  stress  corrosion  damage  in 
these  parts. 

Cracks  in  the  rib  chords  of  the  Wing 
Station  733  production  break,  if  left 
undetected,  could  result  in  degradation 
of  the  wing  structural  capability  below 
fail-safe  regulatory  requirements. 

It  is  estimated  that  279  airplanes  of 
the  U.S.  Registry  will  be  affected  by  this 


proposed  AD,  that  it  will  take 
approximately  8  man  hours  per  airplane 
per  year  to  accomplish  the  inspections, 
and  that  the  average  labor  cost  will  be 
$300  per  airplane  per  year,  for  a  total 
impact  of  approximately  $84,000  per 
year. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  proposes  to 
amend  §  39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  by  amending 
Airworthiness  Directive  T81-06-51 
(Amendment  39-4110;  40  FR  25248  dated 
May  7, 1981)  as  follows: 

1.  Revise  paragraph  1.  to  read  as 
follows: 

“1.  Perform  a  one-time  visual  inspection 
and  repeat  visual  inspections  at  intervals  not 
exceeding  one  year,  in  accordance  with 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  A3308.  Revision  2, 
dated  July  10, 1981,  or  later  revision  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Seattle  Area  Aircraft 
Certification  Office,  FAA  Northwest 
Mountain  Region.” 

2.  Delete  the  following  NOTE: 

Note. — Close  visual  inspection  of  the 
forward  and  aft  inboard  and  outboard  lower 
chords  in  accordance  with  D&-448^ 
(Supplemental  Inspection  Document)  is  an 
approved  alternate  means  of  compliance  with 
paragraph  1  above. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in 
thi§  amendment  are  incorporated  herein 
and  made  a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)(1). 

All  persons  affected  by  this  directive 
who  have  not  already  received  the 
service  document  from  the  manufacturer 
may  obtain  copies  upon  request  to  The 
Boeing  Company,  P.O.  Box  3707,  Seattle, 
Washington  98124.  These  documents 
also  may  be  examined  at  FAA 
Northwest  Mountain  Region,  9010  East 
Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle, 
Washington  98108. 

(Secs.  313(a],  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Note. —  The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation  that 
is  not  major  under  the  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  12291,  because  of  its 
minimal  economic  impact,  as  summarized 
earlier  in  this  document.  It  has  been  further 
determined  that  this  proposed  regulation  is 
not  significant  under  DOT  Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 
1979).  A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory 
evaluation  for  this  action  is  contained  in  the 
regulatory  docket.  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the  person  identified 
above  under  the  caption  “FOR  further 
INFORMATION  CONTACT.”  In  addition,  it  has 
been  determined  under  the  criteria  of  the 
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Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  that  this  proposed 
rule,  at  promulgation,  will  not  have  a 
signiRcant  impact  on  a  substantial  number  of 
small  entities,  since  it  involves  few,  if  any, 
small  entities. 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington  on  December 
15. 1982. 

Robert  O.  Brown, 

Acting  Director,  Northwest  Mountain  Region. 

|PR  Doc.  81-38680  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am| 

BHJJNQ  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  81-ASW-61] 

Ah-  Tractor  Model  AT-300,  AT-301.  AT- 
302,  and  AT-400  Airplanes; 
Airworthiness  Directives 

agency:  Federal -Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  proposes  to 
adopt  a  new  airworthiness  directive 
(AD)  for  Air  Tractor  Model  AT-300,  AT- 
301,  AT-302,  and  AT-400  airplanes.  The 
proposed  AD  will  establish  a  retirement 
life  for  the  main  landing  gear  struts, 
require  periodic  inspection  of  both  struts 
for  deterioration  and  cracks,  and  require 
replacement  of  struts  found  to  be 
damaged  or  to  have  reached  or 
exceeded  the  retirement  life  of  the  part. 
The  proposed  AD  is  needed  to  correct 
an  unsafe  condition  resulting  hrom  main 
landing  gear  strut  failures. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  24, 1982. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  duplicate  to:  Regional 
Counsel,  Attention:  Docket  No.  81- 
ASW-61,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689, 
Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101. 

The  applicable  service  letter  may  be 
obtained  from:  Air  Tractor.  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  485,  Olney,  Texas  76374.  Copies  of 
the  service  letter  are  contained  in  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  Offlce  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Southwest  Region, 
FAA,  4400  Blue  Mound  Road,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas. 

FOR  FUR-raER  INFORMA-DON  CONTACH 

William  A.  Simmons,  Airframe  Branch, 
Aircraft  Certification  Division,  ASW- 
120,  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101, 
telephone  (817)  624-4911,  extension  516. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMAHON: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  regulatory  docket 


number  and  be  submitted  in  duplicate  to 
the  address  speciRed  above.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
the  closing  date  for  comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Director  before  taking 
action  on  the  proposed  rule.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received.  All  comments  submitted  will 
be  available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Office 
of  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Southwest  Region,  4400 
Blue  Mound  Road,  Fort  Worth,  Texas, 
for  examination  by  interested  persons. 

A  report  summarizing  each  FAA-public 
contact,  concerned  with  the  substance 
of  the  proposed  AD,  will  be  filed  in  the 
docket. 

There  have  been  several  reports  of 
■broken  main  landing  gear  struts.  In  one 
instance  a  taxiing  airplane  experienced 
failure  of  both  main  landing  gear  struts 
causing  the  airplane  to  drop  to  its  belly 
and  the  propeller  to  impact  the  groimd. 
The  FAA  has  determined  that  this  is  an 
unsafe  condition  and  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  airplanes  with  the 
same  landing  gear  strut  type  design.  The 
proposed  AD  will  (1)  establish  a 
retirement  life  for  the  main  landing  gear 
struts.  (2)  require  periodic  inspection  of 
both  struts  for  deterioration  and  cracks, 
and  (3)  require  replacement  of  struts 
found  to  be  damaged  or  to  have  reached 
or  exceeded  the  retirement  life  of  the 
part.  Snow  Engineering  Company 
Service  Letter  Number  45  issued 
November  1, 1981,  refers  to  this  same 
subject 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Air  Tractor  Applies  to  Air  Tractor  Model 
AT-300.  S/N  300-0001  through  300-9999: 
AT-301.  S/N  301-0001  through  301-9999; 
AT-302.  S/N  302-0001  through  302-9999; 
AT-400,  S/N  400-0244  through  400-9999 
airplanes  certiRed  in  all  categories  and 
equipped  with  1-inch-thick  main  landing 
gear  struts  (P/N  40007-2  or  P/N  40058-1) 
(Airworthiness  Docket  No.  81-ASW-61). 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

To  prevent  possible  failure  of  the  main 
landing  gear  struts  (P/N  40007-2  or  P/N 
40058-1)  accomplish  the  following: 

a.  Within  the  next  20  hours’  time  in  service 
or  100  landings,  and  thereafter  at  intervals  of 
100  hours’  time  in  service  or  500  landings, 
whichever  comes  Rrst,  since  last  compliance, 
inspect  AT-300  and  AT-301  airplanes  with 
1,000  or  more  hours’  time  in  service  or  5,000 
or  more  landings,  whichever  is  greater,  and 
AT-302  and  AT-400  airplanes  with  600  or 
more  hours’  time  in  service  or  3,000  or  more 


landings,  whichever  is  greater,  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (b). 

b.  Remove  the  left  and  right  outboard 
fuselage  clamp  blocks.  Remove  all  minor 
corrosion  on  both  main  landing  gears  by 
sandblasting,  with  special  attention  in  the 
areas  of  strut  contact  with  the  clamp  blocks. 
Inspect  both  main  landing  gears  using  dye 
penetrant  or  magnetic  particle  inspection 
procedures.  Replace  all  parts  which  are 
damaged,  cracked,  or  have  severe  corrosion 
pitting  with  new  parts  of  the  same  part 
number  before  further  flight  All  struts 
returned  to  service  must  be  painted.  Snow 
Engineering  Company  Service  Letter  No.  45 
dated  November  1, 1961,  covers  this  same 
subject 

a  For  AT-300  and  AT-301  airplanes  with 
1,900  or  more  hours’  time  in  service  or  7,000 
or  more  landings,  whichever  is  greater,  and 
for  AT-302  and  AT-400  airplanes  with  1,100 
or  more  hours’  time  in  service  or  5,500  or 
more  landings,  whichever  is  greater,  replace 
the  main  landing  gear  struts  with  new  parts 
of  the  same  part  numbers  within  the  next  100 
hours’  time  in  service  or  500  landings, 
whichever  comes  Rrst 

d.  This  airworthiness  directive  establishes 
the  retirement  life  of  the  1-inch-thick  main 
landing  gears  (P/N  40007-2  or  P/N  40058-1) 
installed  on  the  Model  AT-300  and  AT-301 
airplanes  to  be  limited  to  2.000  hours’  time  in 
service  or  7,500  landings,  whichever  comes 
Rrst.  'This  airworthiness  directive  establishes 
the  retirement  life  of  the  1-inch-thick  main 
landing  gears  (P/N  40007-2  or  P/N  40058-1) 
installed  on  the  Model  AT-302  and  AT-400 
airplanes  to  be  limited  to  1,200  hours’  time  in 
service  or  6,000  landings,  whichever  comes 
Rrst. 

Equivalent  methods  of  complying  with  this 
AD  must  be  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft 
CertiRcation  Division,  FAA,  Southwest 
Region. 

A  special  flight  permit  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  to  allow  flight  of 
the  aircraft  to  a  location  where  this  AD  can 
be  accomplished. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a). 
1421.  and  1423);  sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.85). 

Note.— ’The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulations  involves  a  regulation 
which  is  not  considered  to  be  major  under 
Executive  Order  12291  or  signiRcant  under 
DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR 11034,  February  26, 1979)  and  will  not 
have  a  signiRcant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities  under 
the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
since  it  involves  a  relatively  low  cost  per 
aircraft.  A  drafl  evaluation  has  been 
prepared  for  this  proposed  regulation  and  has 
been  placed  in  the  docket.  A  copy  of  it  may 
be  obtained  by  contacting  the  person 
identiRed  under  the  caption  “TOR  further 
INFORMATION  CONTACT.” 
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Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  December 
9, 1981. 

F.  E.  WhitTield, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-S6537  Filed  12.^3-81: 8^«5  ani| 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  81-ASW-671 

Airworthiness  Directives;  BeN  Model 
206L  and  206L>1  Helicopters 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  to  adopt 
an  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that 
would  require  modiflcation, 
replacement,  or  retirement  of  the 
horizontal  stabilizer  assembly  on  Bell 
Models  206L  and  206L-1  helicopters.  The 
proposed  AO  is  needed  to  prevent 
possible  failure  of  the  horizontal 
stabilizer  which  could  result  in  loss  of 
the  helicopter. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  22, 1982. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  duplicate  to:  Regional 
Counsel,  Attention:  Docket  No.  81- 
ASW-67,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689, 
Fort  Worth,  Texas  78101. 

The  applicable  service  information 
may  be  obtained  from  Product  Support 
Department,  Bell  Helicopter  Textron, 

P.O.  Box  482,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101. 

These  documents  may  also  be 
examined  at  the  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  4400  Blue 
Mound  Road,  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  or 
Rules  Docket  in  Room  916,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW„ 

Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Tom  Dragset,  Airframe  Branch,  Aircraft 
Certification  Division,  ASW-120, 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101, 
telephone  (817)  624-4911,  extension  516. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  regulatory  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  duplicate  to 
the  address  specified  above.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
the  closing  date  for  comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Director  before  taking 
action  on  the  proposed  rule.  The 


proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received.  All  comments  submitted  will 
be  available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Office 
of  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Southwest  Region,  4400 
Blue  Mound  Road,  Fort  Worth,  Texas, 
for  examination  by  interested  persons. 

A  report  summarizing  each  FAA-public 
contact  concerned  with  the  substance 
of  the  proposed  AD,  will  be  filed  in  the 
docket. 

Amendment  39-3358  (43  FR  56647)  AD 
78-24-06,  amended  by  Amendment  39- 
4032  (46  FR  25428)  requires  repetitive 
inspection  and  modification  or 
horizontal  stabilizers,  P/N  206-023-119, 
all  dash  numbers,  installed  on  Bell 
Models  206L  and  206L-1  helicopters.  The 
AD  was  issued  as  a  result  of  in-flight 
failures  of  the  horizontal  stabilizer. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
has  determined,  based  on  additional 
flight  strain  data  obtained  on  the 
horizontal  stabilizer,  that  the  stabilizers 
should  be  modified,  replaced,  or  retired, 
depending  on  which  part  number 
stabilizer  is  installed.  Therefore,  the 
FAA  is  proposing  further  mandatory 
action  for  all  Bell  Model  206L 
helicopters  and  certain  serial  number 
206L-1  helicopters.  The  proposed  AD 
would  require  removal  and  replacement 
of  stabili^r  assembly  P/N  206-704-143- 
105,  -113,  and  -131,  and  replacement  of 
or  modification  to  stabilizer  assembly  P/ 
N  206-023-119-011,  -075.  -107,  and  -113, 
and  206-961-439-003. 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Admimstration  proposes  to  amend 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive. 

Bell:  Applies  to  Bell  Models  20eL  helicopters, 
all  serial  numbers,  and  206L-1, 
helicopters,  serial  numbers  45154  through 
45398,  45400  through  45491,  45493  through 
45543,  45545,  through  45614, 45616 
through  45634,  45636  through  45638,  45643 
through  45647, 45649  through  45652,  and 
45655  through  45657,  certificated  in  all 
categories  (Airworthiness  Docket  No.  81- 
ASW-67). 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated,  unless 
previously  accomplished. 

To  prevent  possible  failure  of  the 
horizontal  stabilizer,  accomplish  the 
follov^ing,  in  accordance  with  Bell  Helicopter 
Textron  Alert  Service  Bulletin  20^^-81-23, 
Revision  A,  dated  October  23, 1981,  or  FAA 
approved  equivalent. 

a.  Remove  horizontal  stabilizer  assemblies, 
P/N  206-704-143-105,  -113,  and  -131,  from 
service  within  25  hours*  time  in  service  after 
March  31, 1962,  and  replace  with  a 
serviceable  stabilizer. 

b.  Inspect  horizontal  stabilizer  assemblies, 
P/N  206-023-119-011,  -075,  -107,  and  -113, 
and  P/N  206-961-439-003,  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  Bl  of  Accomplishment  Instructions 


of  ASB  206L-81-23,  Revision  A  or  FAA 
approved  equivalent,  within  25  hours'  time  in 
service  after  March  31, 1982. 

c.  Remove  horizontal  stabilizer  assemblies, 
P/N  206-023-119-011,  -075,  -107,  and  -113, 
and  P/N  206-961-439-003,  that  do  not  meet 
the  inspection  criteria  for  modification  within 
25  hours'  time  in  service  after  March  31, 1982, 
and  replace  with  a  serviceable  stabilizer. 

d.  Modify  horizontal  stabilizer  assemblies, 
P/N  206-023-119-011,  -075,  -107,  and  -113, 
and  P/N  206-961-439-003,  that  meet  the 
inspection  criteria  for  modification,  at  one  of 
the  approved  service  centers  listed  in  ASB 
2061L-B1-23.  Revision  A,  or  remove  from 
service  within  25  hours'  time  in  service  after 
March  31, 1982,  and  replace  with  a 
serviceable  stabilizer. 

e.  A  serviceable  horizontal  stabilizer 
assembly  (reference  page  5  of  ASB  206L-81- 
23)  is  one  which  is  marked  with  modified  P/N 
206-704-040-003,  -Oil,  -075,  -107,  or  -113,  or 
current  production  P/N  206-023-119-151  or  - 
703. 

f.  Compliance  with  this  airworthiness 
directive  and  AD  78-24-06  is  not  required  if 
serviceable  horizontal  stabilizer  assemblies, 
modified  P/N  206-704-040-003,  -Oil,  -075,  or 
-107,  or  -113,  or  current  production  P/N  206- 
023-119-151,  or  -703,  are  installed. 

g.  Compliance  with  this  airworthiness 
directive  eliminates  the  requirement  for 
modification  of  the  stabilizer  supports  and 
the  daily  inspection  requirement  for  cracks 
required  by  AD  78-24-06,  Amendment  39- 
3358,  as  amended  by  Amendment  39-4032. 

h.  The  helicopter  may  be  flown  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  to  a  base  where 
compliance  with  this  AD  can  be  performed. 
(Sections  313(a],  601,  and  603,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C. 
1354(a),  1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.85) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  considered  to  be  major  under 
Executive  Order  12291  or  significant  under 
DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034,  February  26, 1979)  and  will  not 
have  significant  economic  effect  on  a 
substantial  number  of  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  since 
it  involves  relatively  low  cost  per  aircraft.  A 
draft  regulatory  evaluation  has  been 
prepared  for  this  proposed  regulation  and  has 
been  placed  in  the  docket.  A  copy  of  it  may 
be  obtained  by  contacting  the  person 
identified  under  the  caption  "FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT.” 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  December 

8, 1981. 

C.  R.  Melu^,  )r. 

Director,  Southwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-Setll  Filed  U-ZS-81;  8i4S  ami 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  81-ASW-581 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Bell 
Helicopter  Textron  Model  214B  Series 
Helicopters 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  to  adopt 
an  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that 
would  require  a  magnetic  particle 
inspection  of  the  tail  rotor  yokes  on  U.S. 
Registered  Beil  Helicopter  Model  214B 
series  helicopters.  Serial  Numbers  28001 
through  28060.  This  magnetic  particle 
inspection  is  needed  to  detect  possible 
inclusions  which  could  lead  to  a  fatigue 
failure  of  the  yoke. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  23, 1982. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  duplicate  to:  Regional 
Counsel,  Attention:  Docket  No.  81- 
ASW-58,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O,  Box  1689, 
Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101. 

The  applicable  service  information 
may  be  obtained  from  Bell  Helicopter 
Textron,  P.O.  Box  482,  Fort  Worth, 

Texas  76101,  ATTN:  Product  Support 
Department. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

H.  A.  Armstrong,  Airframe  Branch, 
Aircraft  Certification  Division,  ASW- 
120,  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101, 
telephone  (817)  624-4911,  extension  516. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  regulatory  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  duplicate  to 
the  address  speciRed  above.  AU 
communications  received  on  or  before 
the  closipg  date  for  comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Director  before  taking 
action  on  the  proposed  rule.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received.  All  comments  submitted  will 
be  available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Office 
of  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Southwest  Region,  4400 
Blue  Mound  Road,  Fort  Worth,  Texas, 
for  examination  by  interested  persons, 

A  report  summarizing  each  FAA-public 
contact,  concerned  with  the  substance 
of  the  proposed  AD,  will  be  Bled  in  the 
docket. 

During  recent  machining  of  new  tail 
rotor  yokes,  surface  pits  were  detected. 


These  pits  had  been  subsurface 
inclusions,  and  they  were  exposed 
during  the  machining  process.  Thirty- 
seven  additional  yokes  were  inspected 
using  a  magnetic-particle  inspection 
process.  Four  of  these  yokes  were  found 
to  have  subsurface  inclusions.  Prior  to 
this  time,  the  yokes  had  been  penetrant 
inspected  only.  The  magnetic  particle 
inspection  process  is  now  also  being 
employed.  The  presence  of  an  inclusion 
causes  stress  concentrations  which 
could  lead  to  a  fatigue  failure  of  the  tail 
rotor  yoke  and  loss  of  a  helicopter. 
Helicopters  Serial  Number  28061  and 
subsequent  will  have  the  appropriate 
inspections  performed  prior  to  delivery 
as  new  aircraft. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Bell  Helicopter  Textron  (BHT):  Applies  to 
Model  214B  series  helicopters.  Serial 
Numbers  28001  through  28060, 
certificated  in  all  categories 
(Airworthiness  Docket  No.  81-ASW-58). 

a.  To  prevent  fatigue  failure  of  tail  rotor 
yokes.  Part  Numbers  214-010-702-001,  -105, 
and  -107,  accomplish  the  following: 

(1)  Inspect  the  tail  rotor  yoke  by  magnetic 
particle  inspection  in  accordance  with  Beil 
Helicopter  Textron  Alert  Service  Bulletin  No. 
214-81-18  dated  September  18, 1981,  or  FAA 
approved  equivalent  at  the  next  flapping/ 
pitch  change  bearing  replacement  following 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD  or,  in  any  case 
not  later  than  February  1, 1982.  (The 
inspection  is  not  required  if  the  applicable 
Bell  Helicopter  Textron  Alert  Service  Bulletin 
has  previously  been  complied  with.) 

(2)  If  any  inclusions  are  detected,  the  yoke 
shall  be  rejected  and  replaced  with  a  like 
serviceable  part. 

b.  Any  equivalent  method  of  compliance 
with  this  AD  must  be  approved  by  the  Chief. 
Aircraft  Certification  Division,  Southwest 
Region,  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 

c.  In  accordance  with  FAR  21.197,  flight  is 
permitted  to  a  base  where  the  inspection 
required  by  this  AD  may  be  accomplished. 
(Sections  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C. 
1354(a),  1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)):  14 
CFR  11.85) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  considered  to  be  major  under 
Executive  Order  12291  or  signiflcant  imder 
DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR 11034,  February  26, 1979)  and  will  not 
have  signiflcant  economic  effect  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities  under 
the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
since  it  involves  a  relatively  low  cost  per 
aircraft.  A  draft  regulatory  evaluation  has 
been  prepared  for  this  proposed  regulation 
and  has  been  placed  in  the  docket.  A  copy  of 


it  may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the  person 
identified  under  the  caption  "FOR  FURTHER 
LNFORMATION  CONTACT.” 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  December 
9. 1981. 

F.  E.  Whitfield. 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36410  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am) 
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14  CFR  Part  71 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  81-AGL-41] 

Proposed  Designation  of  Transition 
Area;  Blue  Earth,  MN 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  nature  of  this  Federal 
action  is  to  designate  controlled 
airspace  near  Blue  Earth,  MN,  to 
accommodate  a  new  instrument 
approach  into  Blue  Earth  Municipal 
Airport  established  on  the  basis  of  a 
request  firom  Blue  Earth  Municipal 
Airport  officials  and  the  State  of 
Minnesota  to  provide  that  facility  with 
instrument  approach  capability. 

The  intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to 
insure  segregation  of  the  aircraft  using 
approach  procedures  in  instrument 
weather  conditions  from  other  aircraft 
operating  under  visual  weather 
conditions.  - 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  15, 1982. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  FAA  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel.  AGL-7,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket  Clerk,  Docket  No.  81-AGL-41. 
2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines. 
Illinois  60018. 

'  A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration.  2300 
East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Edward  R.  Heaps,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division. 
AGL-530,  FAA,  Great  Lakes  Region, 

2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines. 
Illinois  60018,  Telephone  (312)  694-7360. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  floor 
of  the  controller  airspace  in  this  area 
will  be  lowered  from  1200*  above  ground 
to  700'  above  ground.  The  development 
of  the  proposed  instrument  procedures 
require  that  the  FAA  lower  the  floor  of 
the  controlled  airspace  to  insure  that  the 
procedure  will  be  contained  within 
controlled  airspace.  The  minimum 
descent  altitude  for  this  procedure  may 
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be  established  below  the  floor  of  700- 
foot  controlled  airspace. 

Aeronautical  maps  and  charts  will 
reflect  the  area  of  the  instrument 
procedure,  which  will  enable  other 
aircraft  to  circumnavigate  the  area  in 
order  to  comply  with  applicable  visual 
flight  rule  requirements. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
Regional  Counsel,  AGL-7,  Great  Lakes 
Region,  Rules  Docket  No.  81-AGL-41, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  2300 
East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  January  15, 1982,  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling 
[202]  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  notice  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  to  establish  a  700-foot 
controlled  airspace  transition  area  near 
Blue  Earth,  MN.  Subpart  G  of  Part  71 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  2, 1981  (46  FR  540). 

The  Proposed  Amendment  . 

Accordingly,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

In  §  71.181  (46  FR  540),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Blue  Earth,  Minnesota 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  S-statute-mile 
radius  of  the  Blue  Earth  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  43'’35'52''N,  longitude  94°(S'33''W)  at 
Blue  Earth,  Minnesota,  and  3  miles  either  side 


of  the  156°  bearing  from  the  Blue  Earth  NDB 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  to  8.5  miles. 
(Section  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  sec. 
11.61  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  11.61)) 

The  FAA  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  only  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical 
regulations  for  which  frequent  and 
routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  It, 
therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major  rule” 
under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
“significant  rule”  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034; 
February  26, 1979);  (3)  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evolution  as 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal;  (4) 
is  appropriate  to  have  a  comment  period 
of  less  than  30  days;  and  (5)  at 
promulgation,  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  December 
8, 1981. 

Paul  K.  Bohr, 

Acting  Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36532  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4aiO-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-AGL-43] 

Proposed  Designation  of  Transition 
Area;  Deiavan,  Wis. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  nature  of  this  Federal 
action  is  to  designate  controlled 
airspace  near  Deiavan,  Wisconsin,  to 
accommodate  a  new  instrument 
approach  into  Lake  Lawn  Airport, 
Deiavan,  Wisconsin,  established  on  the 
basis  of  a  request  from  the  Lake  Lawn 
Airport  officials  to  provide  that  facility 
with  instrument  approach  capability. 

The  intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to 
insure  segregation  of  the  aircraft  using 
approach  procedures  in  instrument ' 
weather  conditions  from  other  aircraft 
operating  under  visual  weather 
conditions. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  14, 1982. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  FAA  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel,  AGL-7,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket  Clerk,  Docket  No.  81-AGL-43, 
2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60018. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 


the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  2300 
East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Edward  R.  Heaps,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
AGL-530,  FAA,  Great  Lakes  Region, 

2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60018,  Telephone  (312)  694-7360. 

SUPPELMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  floor 
of  the  controlled  airspace  in  this  area 
will  be  lowered  from  1,200'  above 
ground  to  700'  above  ground.  The 
development  of  the  proposed  instrument 
procedures  requires  that  the  FAA  lower 
the  floor  of  the  controlled  airspace  to 
insure  that  the  procedure  will  be 
contained  within  controlled  airspace. 
The  minimum  descent  altitude  for  this 
procedure  may  be  established  below  the 
floor  of  the  700  foot  controlled  airspace. 
Aeronautical  maps  and  charts  will 
reflect  the  area  of  the  instrument 
procedure  which  will  enable  other 
aircraft  to  circumnavigate  the  area  in 
order  to  comply  with  applicable  visual 
flight  rule  requirements. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
Regional  Counsel,  AGL-7,  Great  Lakes 
Region,  Rules  Docket  No.  81-AGL-43, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  2300 
East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  January  14, 1982,  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
.Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  notice  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 
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The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  to  establish  a  700  foot 
controlled  airspace  transition  area  near 
Delavan,  Wisconsin,  Subpart  G  of  Part 
71  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  January  2, 1981  (46  FR  540). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  Subsection  71.181  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as . 
follows: 

In  §  71.181  (46  FR  540)  the  following 
transition  area  is  added' 

Delavan,  Wisconsin 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  B-mile  radius 
of  the  Lake  Lawn  Airport,  Delavan. 

Wisconsin  (latitude  ^37’55’'  longitude 
88°36'0S"  W.).  excluding  the  Lake  Geneva 
700-foot  transition  area. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  134^a));  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  sec.  11.61  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regiilations  (14  CFR  11.61). 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  only  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  regulations  for 
which  frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally  current. 
It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  "major  rule”  under 
Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
“signiHcant  rule"  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034; 
February  26, 1979);  (3)  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation  as  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal;  (4)  is 
appropriate  to  have  a  comment  period  of  less 
than  30  days;  and  (5)  at  promulgation,  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities  under 
the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  UL.  on  December  8, 
1981. 

Paul  K.  Bohr, 

Acting  Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

(1-11  Doc.  81-38S38  Filed  1Z-23-S1: 8:45  am} 

BIUJMG  CODE  4ei0-13-ll 


14  CFR  Part  71 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  81-AQL-42) 

Proposed  Designation  of  Transition 
Area,  New  Holstein,  Wis. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  nature  of  this  Federal 
action  is  to  designate  controlled 
airspace  near  New  Holstein,  Wisconsin, 
to  accommodate  a  new  instrument 
approach  into  New  Holstein  Municipal 
Airport,  which  was  established  on  the 
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basis  of  a  request  from  the  New 
Holstein  Municipal  Airport  officials  to 
provide  that  facility  with  instrument 
approach  capability.  The  VOR/DME-A 
procedure  under  consideration  will  be 
based  on  the  Oshkosh.  Wisconsin. 
VORTAC. 

The  intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to 
insure  segregation  of  the  aircraft  using 
approach  procedures  in  instrument 
weather  conditions  from  other  aircraft 
operating  under  visual  weather 
conditions. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  January  14. 1982. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  FAA  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel,  AGL-7,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket  Clerk,  Docket  No.  81-AGLr42. 
2300  East  Devon  Avenue.  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  80018. 

A  pubUc  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  2300 
East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Baines,  Illinois 
60018. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Edward  R.  Heaps,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division. 
AGL-530,  FAA,  Great  Lakes  Region, 

2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines, 
Olinois  60018,  Telephone  (312)  694-7360. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  floor 
of  the  controlled  airspace  in  this  area 
will  be  lowered  from  1,200'  above 
ground  to  TOO'  above  ground.  The 
development  of  the  proposed  instrument 
procedures  requires  that  the  FAA  lower 
the  floor  of  the  controlled  airspace  to 
insure  that  the  procedure  will  be 
contained  within  controlled  airspace. 
The  minimum  descent  altitude  for  this 
procedure  may'be  established  below  the 
floor  of  the  700-foot  controlled  airspace. 

Aeronautical  maps  and  charts  will 
reflect  the  area  of  the  instrument 
procedure  which  will  enable  other 
aircraft  to  circumnavigate  the  area  in 
order  to  comply  with  applicable  visual 
flight  rule  requirements. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
Regional  Counsel,  AGL-T,  Great  Lakes 
Region,  Rules  Docket  No.  81-AGL-42. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  2300 
East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  January  14, 1982,  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 


comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Dodret  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NIHIM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W.. 

Washington.  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  notice  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

*1116  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  to  establish  a  700-foot 
controlled  airspace  transition  area  near 
New  Holstein.  Wisconsin.  Subpart  G  of 
Part  71  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Registw  on  January  2. 1981  (46  FR  540). 

*1116  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  Subsection  71.181  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as 
follows: 

In  §  71.181  (46  FR  540)  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

New  Holston,  WisccHisin 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  five-mile 
radius  of  the  New  Holstein  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  43*56'41''  N..  longitude  88'06'57*’  W.) 
within  two  and  one-half  miles  each  side  of 
the  Oshkosh  VORTAC  096*  radial  extending 
from  die  five-mile  radius  area  to  seven  miles 
west  of  the  airporL 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a).  Federal  Aviadon 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  134^a)):  sec.  6(c). 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C 
1655(c)):  sec.  11.61  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  11.61). 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  only  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  regulations  for 
which  frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally  current. 
It,  therefore— (1)  is  not  a  “major  rule”  under 
Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a 
"significant  rule"  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034; 
February  26, 1979);  (3)  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation  as  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal;  (4)  is 
appropriate  to  have  a  comment  period  of  less 
than  30  days;  and  (5)  at  promulgation,  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
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substantial  number  of  small  entities  under 
the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Ill.,  on  December  8, 
1981. 

Paul  K.  Bohr, 

Acting  Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36211  Filed  12-23-81:  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Parts  2  and  35 

[Docket  No.  RM81-38] 

Inclusion  of  Construction  Work  in 
Progress  for  Public  Utilities;  Order 
Directing  Service  and  Extending  the 
Time  for  Reply  Comment 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  DOE. 
action:  Order  directing  service  and 
extending  the  time  for  comment. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  its  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  regarding  the 
inclusion  of  construction  work  in 
progress  (CWIP)  in  the  rate  .base  of 
public  utilities  to  relieve  severe  financial 
difficulty  (46  FR  39445,  August  3, 1981), 
the  Commission  established  a  procedure 
for  the  service  of  initial  comments  on  all 
persons  requesting  to  be  placed  on  a 
Service  List  (46  FR  45624,  September  14, 
1981).  Due  to  some  non-compliance  by 
participants  in  this  procedure,  the 
Commission  directs  these  persons  to 
serve  their  comments  on  all  other 
persons  on  the  Service  List  and  to 
certify  that  this  has  been  done.  Failure  - 
to  comply  could  result  in  penalties.  The 
Reply  comment  deadine  is  extended  as 
set  forth  in  the  Order. 

DATES:  Service  of  initial  comments  must 
be  completed  not  later  than  December 
23, 1981.  Certification  of  service  must  be 
submitted^  to  the  Secretary  by  all 
participants  not  later  than  December  31, 

1981.  Reply  comments  must  be 
submitted  not  later  than  January  15, 

1982. 

ADDRESSES:  All  filings  should  reference 
Docket  No.  RM81-38  and  should  be 
addressed  to:  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb.  Secretary,  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  (202)  357-8400. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Issued;  December  17, 1981. 

On  September  4, 1981,  the 
Commission  established  a  service  list 
for  comments  on  the  inclusion  of 
construction  work  in  progress  in  the  rate 
base  of  electric  utilities,  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  exchange  of  written 
comments  among  all  persons  who 
indicated  to  the  Secretary  an  intent  to 
file  written  comments  (46  FR  45624, 
September  14, 1981).  The  Order  stated 
that  any  commenter  whose  name  was 
thereby  placed  on  the  Service  List 
should  serve  initial  comments  on  all 
other  persons  on  the  Service  List  on  the 
same  day  those  comments  were  Hied 
with  the  Commission. 

During  the  comment  period,  the  / 
Commission  was  advised  that  numerous 
persons  who  filed  to  be  placed  on  the 
Service  List  failed  to  serve  their 
comments  on  other  parties.  In  addition, 
certain  commenters  have  moved  the 
Commission  to  compel  service  of  initial 
comments.* 

The  commission  established  the 
Service  List  procedure,  in  addition  to  the 
public  comment  procedure  announced  in 
the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (46 
FR  39445,  August  3, 1981),  to  encourage 
prompt  and  efficient  responses  to  the 
arguments  raised  by  initial  comments 
and  to  ensure  fairness  to  all  persons 
who  may  have  an  interest  in  rebutting 
the  positions  taken  by  other 
commenters.  Any  person  who  submitted 
a  notice  of  intent  to  file  written 
comments,  in  order  to  be  placed  on  the  , 
list  and  to  obtain  service  of  the 
comments  of  others,  implicitly  agreed  to 
participate  fully  in  this  procedure.  Many 
commenters  expended  money  and 
resources  in  reliance  on  that  full 
participation.  The  Commission  believes 


'On  December  4, 1981,  counsel  for  three  groups  of 
publicly-  or  cooperatively-owned  utility  systems 
filed  in  this  docket  a  Motion  to  Compel  Service  of 
Certain  initial  Comments  and  to  Compel  Disclosure 
by  Utility  Company  Parties  of  Certain  Actions 
Taken  and  Plans  Formulated  Under  the  Economic 
Recovery  Tax  Act  of  1981.  On  December  9. 1981, 
counsel  for  two  of  these  groups  of  utility  systems 
also  filed  a  Motion  for  Adoption  of  Procedures  to 
Insure  Service  of  Comments  On  all  Interested 
Parties.  This  order  addresses  only  the  issue  of 
inadequate  service  of  initial  comments. 


that  it  is  inequitable  for  some  persons  to 
reap  this  beneflt,  without  reciprocating 
by  serving  their  comments  on  all  parties. 
Moreover,  such  conduct  undermines  the 
objective  of  this  procedure,  that  is,  to 
provide  a  thorough  and  meaningful 
discussion  on  the  record  of  all  issues 
relating  to  CWIP.  In  light  of  the 
customary  opportunity  to  comment  on 
the  proposed  rule  which  has  been 
afforded  the  public  generally,  without 
any  obligation  to  participate  in  a  special 
service  procedure,  the  failure  by  persons 
on  the  Service  List  to  serve  all  other 
parties  on  that  list  is  unacceptable.  Such 
failure  diminishes  the  value  of  the  reply 
comment  procedure  established  by  the 
Commission. 

The  Commission  therefore  directs  all 
persons  on  the  attached  Service  List, 
who  have  not  served  initial  comments 
on  all  other  persons  listed,  to  do  so  not 
later  than  December  23, 1981  and  to 
certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  under  18  CFR  1.17(b)  and 
1.51  that  such  service  has  been  made, 
not  later  than  December  31, 1981.  In 
addition,  all  other  persons  on  the 
Service  List  must  also  certify  by 
December  31, 1981  that  such  service  has 
been  made.  The  Commission  will 
consider  the  possibility  of  penalties  for 
failure  to  serve  initial  comments  as 
directed,  including  striking  the 
comments  of  those  failing  to  provide 
service  from  consideration  in  this 
proceeding.  In  any  event,  all  interested 
persons  are  apprised  that  copies  of  all 
comments,  including  comments  Hied  by 
persons  not  participating  in  the  Service 
List  procedure,  are  available  for 
inspection  by  participants  in  this 
proceeding  and  the  general  public  at  the 
Commission's  Division  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C., 
during  regular  business  hours. 

In  order  to  provide  sufficient 
opportunity  to  respond  to  any  late- 
served  comments,  the  Commission  also 
extends  the  deadline  for  filing  reply 
comments.  Reply  comments  must  be 
filed  not  later  than  January  15, 1982. 

The  motions  filed  to  compel  and 
ensure. service  of  comments  are  granted 
to  the  exent  provided  in  this  order. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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Service  List 


Parties 


Alabama  Power  Company.  J.  M.  EWott.  Direclar.  Cotporale  Financial.  AcoourSing  and  Regula- 
tory  Services.  600  North  18th  Street.  Birmingham.  Alabama  35291. 

Allegheny  Electric  Cooperative.  Inc..  Anthony  C.  Adonizio.  Esquire.  212  Locust  Street  Post  i 
Office  Box  1266.  Harrisburg.  Pennsylvania  17106. 

Anhur  Andersen  &  Co..  Mr.  Oortakf  Kane.  1666  K  Street  N.W..  Washington.  O.C.  20006 . 

American  Electric  Power  Service  Corporatkxt  Joseph  Dowd.  Esquire.  P.  T.  DoMartia.  Esquire. 

John  Cassidy.  Esquire.  180  East  Broad  Street  Columbus,  Ohio  4321Sl 
American  Iron  and  Steel  Institute.  Gerald  W.  Houck.  Jr..  Director— Energy  Affairs.  1000  16th 
Street  N.W..  Washington.  D  C.  20036. 

American  Public  Power  Associatioa  Alan  H.  Richanlson.  Esquire.  2301  M  Street  N.W.. 
Washington,  D  C.  20037. 

Arizona  Public  Service  Company.  B.  Paul  Hart  Esquire,  Post  Office  Box  21666,  Phoemx. 
Arizona  85036. 

Arkansas  Power  and  Light  Company,  Steve  L  Riggs.  Esquire.  Post  Office  Box  551,  Little  Rock. 
Arkansas  72203. 

Association  of  Illinois  Electric  Cooperatives,  James  Eddeknan.  Esquirei  Post  Offica  Boa  3781. 
Springfield,  ■kiois  62708. 

Boston  Edison  Company,  Mtuc  Alpert  Esquire.  800  Boylston  Street  Bostorv  Massachusetts 
02199. 

Bruder  6  Gentile.  Carmen  L  Gentile,  Esquire,  1201  Connecticut  Avenue.  N.W..  Suite  706, 
Washington.  D.C.  20036. 

Carolina  Power  arxl  Light  Company,  Norris  L  Edge,  Vice  President.  Rates  and  Services 
Practices  Department.  Post  Office  Box  1551,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27602. 

Village  of  Chatham.  IHirxiis,  Horxxable  John  F.  Whitney.  Mayor,  Chatham.  Illinois  62629 . 

Commonwealth  Ednon  Company.  Hubert  Nexon,  Esquire,  One  First  National  Plaza.  Chicago. 
Illinois  60603. 

Consolidated  Edison  Company  of  New  York.  Inc..  Richard  W.  Babinecz.  Esquire.  4*living  Place. 
New  York,  New  York  10003. 

Consumers  Union  of  the  United  States,  Inc..  Roger  K.  Davis,  Esquire,  1511  K  Street  N.W., 
#1033.  Washington.  D.C.  20005. 


Representatives 


Mr.  Richard  Walker,  Mr.  Sam  D'Giovanni.  Arthur  Artdetsen  &  Co..  33  West  Monroe  Sbeet. 
Chicago.  Wnois  60603. 

Joseph  C.  Swidler.  Esquire.  Leva.  Hawes,  Symirtglon.  Martin  t  Oppewhaimor.  815  Connecticut 
Avenue.  N.W..  Wastsngton.  O.C.  20006. 

Philip  A.  Flemmg.  Esquire.  Crowell  6  Morkig.  ItOO  Connecticul  Avenue.  N.W..  Waahinglon. 
D.C.  20036. 

Frederick  K  RMs.  Esquire.  Law  Ofkces  of  Northcu*  Ely.  Watergate  600  Buildbig.  Wastiingtoo, 
0.a  20037 


Joseph  C.  Swidler.  Esquire,  Leva.  Hawes.  Symington.  Martin  6  Opperihoimar,  615  Corstecacul 
Avenue.  N.W..  Waahinglon.  D£.  20006 


Jospeh  C  SwKker,  Esquire.  Lava.  Hawoc.  Synwiglan.  Martin  6  Oppenheimer.  815  Comecticul 
Avenue.  N  W..  Washington.  D  C.  20006 


Cooperative  Customers  of  Central  Telephone  &  Utilities  Corporation.. 

Cooperative  Customers  of  Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company . 

Cooperative  Customers  of  Kansas  Power  and  Light  Company  ..r. . 


Miner.  Balis  &  O’Neil.  PC..  776  Execuliva  BuMmg.  1030  ISOi  Street  N.W,  Waahnglon.  O.C 
20005. 

Miller.  Balis  &  O’Nei.  PC.  776  Executive  BuMmg.  1030  150i  Sbeet  N.W..  Wasivnglon.  O.C 
20005. 

Miller,  Baks  8  O'Neil  PC  776  Executive  BuMmg.  1030  15th  Sbeet  N.W,  Washingtoa  O.C 
20005. 


William  R.  Dalton,  P.E.,  7416  Elgar  Street  Springfield,  Virginia  22151 . . . 

Deloitte  Haskins  &  Sells.  Sheriim  R.  Heise.  Esquire,  Suite  460,  1200  Hew  Hampshire  Avenue. 
N.W.,  Washington.  D  C  20036. 

Edison  Electric  Institute,  Terry  A.  Ferrar,  Ph.  D..  Vice  President,  1111  19th  Sbeet  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

BectnCibes  of  North  Carolina,  et  al..  Dr.  Gordon  Taylor.  Whitfield  Russell  and  Associates.  1301 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W.,  Suite  350,  Washington,  D.C  20004. 

Florida  Power  and  Light  Company,  W.  G.  Walker.  Ill,  Federal  Regulatory  Representative.  1111 
19th  Sbeet.  N.W.,  Suite  1102.  Washington.  D  C  20036. 

Georgia  Power  Company,  Romney  E.  Scott,  Vice  President — Economic  Services.  Post  Office 
Box  4545,  Atlanta.  Georgia  30302. 

City  of  lola.  Kansas,  J.  A.  Wilsotv  Supermiendeitt  of  PuUc  Utilities.  City  Hal.  tola.  Kansae 
66749. 

Kansas  Electric  Power  Cooperative,  Joseph  W.  Mulholland,  Manager  of  Power  Supply  and 
Engineering,  Post  Office  Box  4677,  Topeka,  Kansas  66604. 

Kim-Wood  Electric  Cooperative.  Inc . 


Louisiana  Power  and  Light  Company.  Shelton  G.  Cunningham,  Esquire,  142  Oelaronda  Sbeet, 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70174. 

Medina  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Larry  Oefinger.  General  Manager.  2306  18th  Sbeet  Hondo. 
Texas  78861. 

Middle  South  Services.  Inc.,  W.  D.  Meriwether.  Jr.,  Esquire,  Post  Office  Box  61000,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana  70161. 

Minnesota  Power  and  Light  Company.  Kenneth  A.  Johnsoa  Esquba,  30  West  Superior  Sbeet 
Duluth,  Missesota  55802. 

Mississippi  Power  and  Light  Company,  F.  S,  York.  Jr..  Vico  President,  Post  Office  Box  1640, 
Jackson,  Mississippi  39205. 

Mitnick  &  Associates.  Steve  Mitnick,  President.  1990  M  Sbeet  N.W.,  Suite  540,  Washington, 
D  C.  20036. 

Modesto  Irrigation  District  H.  L  Brooks.  General  Manager.  Post  Office  Box  4060,  Modesto. 
California  95352. 


Cart  O.  Hobefmart  Esquire.  LeBoeul.  Lamb.  Leliy  ft  Macflae,  Sula  1100.  1333  New 
Hampshire  Awenue,  N.W.,  Washingtoa  D.C.  20036. 

Thomas  N.  McHugh.  Jr.,  Esquite,  Spiegel  ft  MaOiamM.  2600  Vbgiria  Avenue.  N.W..  Suita  312. 
Washington.  D  C.  20037. 


Robert  K  Forry.  Esqure.  Troubnaa  Sanders.  Lockerman  ft  Ashmore,  Catidtar  BuMtog,  Atlanla. 
Georgia  30303. 


Cart  N.  Stover,  Jr..  Esquire.  C.  K  Guernsey  ft  Co..  3556  Northwest  SBth  Sheet  Oklahoms  City. 
Oklahoma  73112. 


Douglas  F.  Jofm.  Esqube.  McDermott  WW  ft  Emery.  1850  K  Sbeet  N.W.,  Suita  500, 
Washington.  D.C.  20006. 

Or.  William  F.  Hardm.  Hardm  arxl  Associales.  1075  Peenbroke  Road,  Fayetteville.  Arkansas 
72701 


Montaup  Electric  Company . . . 

Mountam  Plams  Congress  of  Senior  Organizations,  et  al..  Susan  Rester.  Esquire.  National 
Consumer  Law  Center.  11  Beacon  Street  Bosloa  Massachusetts  02108. 

Municipal  Electric  Authority  of  Georgia,  Paul  Heim.  Esqube.  1470  Riveradge  Parkway,  N.W., 
Atlanta.  Georgia  30328. 

Municipal  Electric  Systems  of  Oklahoma.  Chuck  Smith,  Executive  Director.  20t  Northeast  23rd 
Sbeet.  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  73104. 

Municipal  Electric  Distribution  Group . . . . . 

National  Rural  Electric  Cooperative  Association.  Wallace  TiHman.  Esquire,  1800  Massachusetts 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20036. 

New  England  Electric  System.  Gerald  Browne.  Esquire.  Michael  D.  Flyrm.  Esqube.  25  Research 
Drive.  Westborough,  Massachusetts  01581. 

City  of  New  Smyrna  Beach.  Ftorida,  UtiMes  Commission.  B.  W.  Wait  M,  Dbbetor  of  Ublilies, 
Post  Office  Box  519,  New  Smyrna  Beach,  Florida  32069. 

National  Association  of  Stale  Utility  Consumer  Advocates,  el  al . . . . 

Public  Service  Commission  of  the  State  of  New  York.  David  E.  Blabey.  Esqube.  Empbe  State 
Plaza.  Albany.  New  York  12223. 

Northeast  Utilities  Service  Company,  Warren  Hunt.  Esqube.  107  Selden  Street.  Berkn, 
Connecticut  06037. 

Northern  States  Power  Company.  Gene  R,  Sommers.  Esqube.  Law  Department  414  Nicollet 
Mall.  Mbmeapolis.  Minnesota  55401. 


Albert  R.  Sbnorxls.  Jr.,  Esqube.  Bruder  ft  Genfite,  1201  Corxiecticut  Avenue.  N.W..  Sule  708. 
Washbigton.  D  C.  20036. 

Edward  Pethni.  Esqube.  National  Consumer  Law  Center.  236  Massachusetts  Avetxie,  N.E.. 
Washingtoa  D  C.  2000Z 

Glen  L  Ortman.  Esqube.  Duncan.  Allen  and  Mitchell,  1575  Eye  Street  N.W.,  Washbigtoa  D.C. 
20005. 


Charles  F.  Wheatley.  Jr..  Esqube.  PMIp  B.  Woltesea  Esqube.  1112  Watergate  Office  Bubdmg. 
2600  Vbgbiia  Avenue.  N.W.,  Washmgtoa  D.C.  20038. 


Joseph  C.  Swidler.  Esquba  Leva.  Hawes.  Symbigtoa  Marbn  ft  Oppenhebner.  815  Connecticul 
Avenue.  N.W.,  Washbigton.  D  C.  20006. 


Brian  Lederer,  Esqube.  Woodson  ft  Woodsoa  1110  Vermortt  Avenua  N.W..  Suite  300. 
Washbigton.  D  C.  20005. 

Richard  A.  Sotomoa  Esquba  WMer  ft  Schemer.  1200  New  Hampshbs  Avsnua  N.W..  Suite 
300.  Washingtoa  D.C.  20036. 

Joseph  C.  Swbfter.  Esquba  Leva  Hawes.  Symbigtoa  Marbn  ft  Opparbiabner.  815  Connecticut 
Avenue.  N.W..  Washington.  D.C.  20006. 
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Representatives 


Oglethorpe  Power  Corporation,  et  al..  c/o  Mr.  J.  B.  Solomon,  Southern  Engineering  Company 
ol  Georgia,  1000  Crescent  Avenue,  N.E:,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30309. 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  Daniel  E.  Gibson,  Esquire,  Jack  F.  Fallin  Jr.,  Esquire,  Harry 
W.  Long,  Jr.,  Esquire,  Law  Department,  Post  Office  Box  7442,  San  Francisco,  California 
94120. 

Pennsylvania  Power  and  Light  Company,  Edward  M.  Nagel,  Esquire,  Two  North  Ninth  Street, 
Allentown,  Pennsylvania  18101. 

Pennsylvania  Public  Utility  Commissioner,  James  H.  Cawley,  Commissioner,  Harrisburg,  Penrv 
sylvania  17120. 

Philadelphia  Electric  Company,  Joseph  F.  Paquette,  Jr.,  Vice  PresidenL  Finance  and  Account¬ 
ing  Department.  2301  Market  Street,  Post  Office  Box  8699,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19101. 

Potomac  Electric  Power  Company,  Edward  A.  Caine,  Esquire,  1900  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Suite  841,  Washington,  DC.  20068. 

Rio  Grande  Electric  Cooperative.  R.  D.  Gwartney.  Manager,  Post  Office  Box  125,  Bracketville, 
Texas  78832. 

Seminole  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Tim  Woodbury,  Manager  of  Rates,  Post  Office  Box  17100, 
Tampa,  Florida  33682. 

South  Texas  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  W.  S.  Robson,  General  Manager,  Post  Office  Box  151, 
Nursery,  Texas  77976. 

Southern  California  Edison  Company.  Richard  K.  Durant,  Esquire,  Frank  J.  Cooley,  Esquire. 
2244  Walnut  Grove  Avenue,  Post  Office  Box  800,  Rosemead,  California  91770. 

Southern  California  Gas  Company,  Michael  D.  Gayda,  Esquire,  Post  Office  Box  54790, 
Terminal  Annex.  Los  Angeles,  CaWomia  90054. 

Southern  Company  Services  Inc.,  Malcolm  D.  Sanders,  Assistant  Comptroller,  Perimeter  Center 
East  Post  Office  Box  720071,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30346. 

Texas  Electric  Cooperative  of  Texas,  Inc.,  et  al . . . 


Thomas  J.  Bolch,  Esquire,  Post  Office  Box  27306,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27611. 


Joseph  C.  Swkfler,  Esquire,  Leva,  Hawes,  Symington,  Martin  &  Oppenhehner,  815  Connectx:ut 
Avenue.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Marlane  Chestnut,  Esquire,  Pennsylvania  P  U  C,  Law  Bureau,  Post  Office  Box  3265. 
Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania  17120. 


Douglas  F.  John,  Esquire,  McDernKitt,  Will  &  Emery,  1850  K  Street  N.W.,  Suite  500, 
Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Douglas  F.  John.  Esquire,  McDermott,  Will  &  Emery,  1850  K  Street,  N.W.,  Suite  500, 
Washington,  D.C.  20006. 


Texas  Public  Power  Association,  R.  Michael  Simmons,  Executive  Director,  8920  Business  Park 
Drive,  Suite  275,  Austin,  Texas  78759. 

Town  of  Wallingford,  Connecticut,  Raymond  F.  Smith,  Director,  Department  of  Public  UtHitios, 
100  John  Street,  Wallingford,  Connecticut  06492. 

The  Washington  Water  Power  Company.  J.  P.  Buckley.  Vice  President— Public  Affairs,  Post 
Office  Box  3727,  Spokane,  Washington  99220. 

William  C.  Wise,  1200  18th  Street.  N.W.,  Suite  500,  Washington,  D.C.  20036 . 

Van  Scoyoc  &  Wiskup,  ItK.,  Stephen  M.  Merchant,  Vice  President,  Alvin  J.  Rowe,  Jr.,  Esquire, 
1015  18th  Street  N.W..  Suite  400,  Washington.  D.C.  20036. 

Virginia  Electric  and  Power  Company,  6.  D.  Johnson,  Vice  President  Post  Office  Box  26666, 
Richmond,  Virginia  23261. 

City  of  Virginia,  Minnesota,  diaries  R.  Fricke,  General  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Utilities, 
618  South  Second  Street  Virginia,  Minnesota  55792. 

Department  of  the  Army.  David  A.  McCormick.  Esquire,  regulatory  Law  Office  (JALS-RL),  U.S. 
Army  Legal  Services  Agency,  5611  Columbia  Pike.  Falls  Church,  Virginia  22041. 

Central  Vermont  Public  Service  Corporafiort  Donald  L  Ruehford,  Vice  President  77  Grove 
Street.  Rutland,  Vermont  05701. 

Oty  of  Columbia.  Missouri,  Richard  E.  Malon,  Director,  Water  and  Light  Department  Post 
Office  Box  N,  Columbia,  Missouri  65205. 

Duke  Power  Company,  Steve  C.  Griffith,  Jr.,  Esquire,  Legal  Department  Post  Office  Box 
33189,  Charlotte.  North  Carolina  28242. 

Electricity  Consumers  Resource  Council,  Dr.  Jay  B.  Kennedy,  Executive  Director,  1828  L 
Street.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

City  of  Fulton,  Missouri,  J.  E.  Bates,  Superintendent  ol  Utilities,  Board  of  Public  Works.  City 
Hall,  Fulton,  Missouri  65251. 

Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company.  J.  Michael  Peters,  Esquire,  Post  Office  Box  208,  Wichita, 
Kansas  67201. 

New  Mexico  Public  Service  Commission,  Robert  L.  Swartwout, -Executive  Director,  Bataan 
Memorial  Building,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87503. 

Morgan  Stanley  &  Co.  Incorporated,  J.  Hugh  Devlin,  Managing  Director,  1251  Avenue  of  the 
Americas,  New  York,  New  York  10020. 

Nevada  Power  Comany,  John  C.  Gibbs,  Executive  Vice  President,  Post  Office  Box  230,  Las 
Vegas.  Nevada  89151. 

'  Third  Taxing  District  of  the  City  of  Norwalk,  Connecticut.  William  J.  Lyons,  Jr.,  General 
Manager,  Electric  Department,  2  Second  Street,  South  Norwalk,  Connecticut  06856. 

Sturgeon  Bay  Utilities,  William  Baudhuin,  General  Manager,  230  East  Vine  Street,  Post  Office 
Box  249,  Sturgeon  Bay.  Wisconsin  54235. 

Texas  Consumer  Association,  Clarence  L  Johnson,  Esquire,  500  West  13th  StreeL  Austin, 
Texas  78701. 

City  of  Alameda.  California,  Bureau  of  Electricity,  Maerose  J.  Evans,  Assistant  to  the  General 
Manager,  Post  Office  Drawer  H,  Alameda.  California  94501. 

Oty  of  Altus.  Oklahoma,  Ron  Bourbeau,  City  Administrator,  Altus,  Oklahoma  73521 . 

American  Paper  Institute,  Inc.,  Ronald  J.  Slinn,  Vice  President,  260  Madison  Avenue,  New 
York,  New  York  10016. 

Oty  of  Anderson.  Indiana,  el  al . . . 


William  Burchette,  Esquire,  Heron,  Heggart,  Ford,  Burchette  &  Ruckert,  1101  17th  Street,  N.W., 
Suite  705,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 


Arnold  H.  Quint,  Esquire,  Hunlon  S  William,  Poet  Office  Box  19230,  Washinglon,  D.C.  30036 


Philip  A.  Fleming,  Esquire,  CroweN  &  Moring.  1100  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Weshirrgton. 
D  C.  20036 


Sheila  S.  Holtis.  Esquire,  Butler,  Bimon,  Rice,  Cook  &  Knapp,  1747  Pennsylvar>ia  Avenue,  N.W., 
Suite  900,  Washirigton,  D.C.  20006. 


Theodore  Barry  &  Associates,  Patricia  Spellman,  Research  Consultant.  1900  M  StreeL  N.W., 
Washington.  D.C.  20036. 

People  of  the  State  of  California  and  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  State  of  CalHomia. 
Janice  E.  Kerr,  Esquire,  J.  Calvin  Simpson,  Esquire,  Lawrence  Q.  Garcia.  Esquire.  5066  State 
Building,  San  Francisco.  California  94102. 

City  of  Celina.  Ohio,  Thomas  A.  Schwartz,  Director  ol  Public  Service  and  Safety,  Post  Office 
Box  297,  Celina,  Ohio  45822. 

Central  and  South  West  Services,  Inc.,  Stephen  B.  Jones,  Vice  President,  Rates  and 
Revenues,  2700  One  Main  Place,  Dallas.  Texas  75250. 

Central  Vermont  Public  Service  Corporation,  et  al . . . 


J.  Cathy  Lichlenberg,  Esquire,  Duncan,  Weinberg  &  MiHer,  P.C.,  1775  Pennsylvania  Avenue. 
N.W.,  Suile  1200,  Washington,  D.C  20006. 


Chase  Manhattan  Bank,  N.A . 

Borough  of  Chambersburg,  Permsytvania,  JuKo  D.  Lecuona,  Borough  Manager,  100  South 
Secortd  Street,  Chambersburg,  Pennsylvania  17201. 

ChHIicothe  Municipal  Utilities,  Keith  D.  Beardmore,  General  Manager,  Post  Office  Box  807, 
ChiHicothe,  Missouri  64601. 

Cincinnati  Gas  and  Electric  Company.  D.  I.  Marshall,  Manager,  Rate  and  Economic  Research 
Department,  Post  Office  Box  960,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45201. 


Carmen  L.  GenlAe.  Esquire,  Bruder  8  Gentile,  1201  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Suite  .708, 
Washington,  D.C.  200^. 

Jacob  J.  Worertkiein,  Esquire,  MHbank,  Tweed,  Hadley  &  McCloy,  1  Chase  Marthattan  Plaza. 
New  York,  New  York  10005. 
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Connecticut  Municipal  Electric  Eneigy  Cooperative,  Inc,,  Walter  V.  Tniitt,  Jr„  Esquire,  268 
Thomas  Road,  Groton,  Connecticut  06340. 

Conservation  Law  Foundation  of  New  England,  btc.,  Linzee  Weld,  Director,  New  England 
Energy  Project  3  Joy  Street  Boston,  Massachusetts  02108. 

Deseret  Generation  and  Transmission  Cooperative,  Lyrm  W.  Mitton,  Esquire,  8722  South  300 
West,  Post  Office  Box  BB,  Sandy,  Utah  84091. 

El  Paso  Electric  Company . . . . . . . 

Emerald  Peoples  Utility  District  Enid  Smith,  Administrative  Diractor,  Pleasant  His  Plaza  84899 
Tdlicum  Avenue,  Suite  9,  Pleasant  HM,  Oregon  97401. 

Department  of  Energy.  Lawrence  A.  GoHomp.  Esquire,  1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington.  D.C.  20585. 

City  of  Fayetteville,  North  Carolina  Public  Works  Commissioa  Ray  A.  Muench,  Jr.,  Manager. 

508  Person  Street  Post  Office  Drawer  1089,  Fayetteville,  North  Carolina  28302. 

Florida  Public  Service  Commissioa  Susan  F.  Clark,  Esquire.  101  East  Gaines  Street 
Tallahassee,  Florida  32301. 

General  Accounting  Office,  John  A.  Browa  Jr.,  Group  Director,  Energy  &  Minerals  Divisioa 
Washington,  D.C.  20548. 

General  Motors  Corporation,  Otis  M.  Smith,  Esquira  Julius  Jay  HoMa  Esquire,  Jack  F. 

Wheatley,  Esquire,,3044  West  Grand  Boulermrd,  Detroit  Michigan  48202. 

Georgia  Public  SenriM  Commission,  Ford  B.  Spinks,  Chaitmaa  244  Washington  Street  S.W.. 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30334. 

Gulf  States  Utitities  Company,  Miguel  Gayoso,  Esquhe,  Rates  &  Regulatory  Affairs  CWIP 
Rulemaking  Liaison,  Post  Office  Box  2951,  Beaumont  Texas  77704. 

Idaho  Power  Company,  Robert  F.  Klumpp,  Senior  Vice  President— Fnanca  Post  Office  Box  70. 
Boise,  Idaho  83707. 

Idaho  Public  Utililies  Commission,  Myma  J.  WaHers,  Commission  Secretary,  Statehouse.  Boise, 
Idaho  83720. 

Mon  Board  of  Light  Commissioners,  Kevin  J.  Manfreda,  Superintendent  Municipal  Building. 
Mon,  New  York  13357. 

Illinois  Power  Company,  D.  R.  Yemm,  Director  of  Regulatory  Affairs.  500  South  27th  Street 
Decatur.  Illinois  62525. 

Indiana  Public  Service  Commissioa  Larry  J.  Wallace.  Chairmaa  901  State  Office  BuMtng, 
Indianapolis,  IncKarra  46204. 

Institute  for  the  Study  of  Human  Issues,  Inc.,  EWot  Taubmaa  Esquire.  51  Charles  Street  New 
Yrxk.  New  York  10014. 

Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company,  Steven  G.  Gerhart  Esquire,  Poet  Office  Box  351, 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52406. 

Kansas  State  Corporation  Commissioa  Richard  C.  (Pete)  Loux,  Chairman,  State  Office 
Building,  Topeka.  Kansas  66612. 

Kansas  Power  and  LighI  Company,  Steven  Kitchea  Vice  President— Controller,  Post  Ofrice 
Box  889,  Topeka,  Kansas  66601. 

City  of  Lexington,  Oklahoma,  Raymond  Cox,  Mayor,  Lexingtoa  Oklahoma  73051 . 

Long  Island  Citizens  in  Action,  Marge  Harrison,  Convenor,  Poet  Office  Box  487-W  North 
Station,  Baldwin,  New  York  11510. 

County  of  Los  Alamos,  New  Mexico,  Chris  Ortega,  Acting  UtMties  Manager,  Post  Office  Box 
30,  Los  Alamos,  New  Mexico  67544. 

aty  of  Memphis,  Light  Gas  and  Water  Division,  et  al . . . . . . . 


Repreeentallvaa 


State  of  Michigan  and  Michigan  PubNc  Senrice  Commissioa  Prank  J.  Kelley.  Attorney  General, 
Arthur  D.  D'Hondt  Assistant  Attorney  Generat  1000  Long  Boulevard.  Suite  11,  Lansing, 
Michigan  48910. 

National  Retired  Teachers  Association,  American  Association  of  Retired  Persons,  Peter  W. 
Hughes,  Esquire.  1909  K  Street  N.W..  Washington.  D.G  20049. 

City  of  New  Cordell,  Oklahoma,  Tom  Crider,  Mayor,  Cordell,  Oklahoma  73632 . . . 

New  England  Coalition  on  Nuclear  PoHutioa  Diana  P.  Sidebotham,  President  Post  Office  Box 
637,  Brattleboto,  Vermont  05301. 

Ohio  Citizens'  Utility  Reform  Coalition,  Clyde  Indedon,  President  33  North  High  Street  Suite 
615,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 

Papago  Tribal  Utility  Authority  of  Sells.  Arizona . . . . . . . 


Robert  M.  Sussler,  Esquire.  Conway.  Londregaa  Leuba, 
Office  Box  1351,  New  Londoa  Connedicul  06320. 


McNamara  E  Sussler.  P.a.  Post 


Carl  W.  Ulrich,  Esquira  Chapman.  Dull  and  PauL  1730  Pennsylvania  Avenua  N.W.,  Wastsng- 
toa  D.a  20006. 


Paine  Webber  Mitchell  Hutohins  Ina,  Charles  A.  Benora  Fxst  Vice  President  140  Broadway, 
New  York,  New  York  10005.  . 

Pennsylvania  Office  of  Consumer  Advocate,  Martha  W.  Bush,  Assistant  Consumer  Advocate, 
14th  Floor  Strawberry  Square,  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania  17120. 

People's  Lobby  of  Oklahoma  Roberta  Ann  FunneH.  President  3115  North  Harvey  Parkway. 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  731 18. 

Portland  General  Electric  Company.  Mahendra  B.  Shah,  Esquira  Financial  Ptarming  & 
Forecasting,  121  S.W.  Salmon  Street  Portland,  Oregon  97204. 

Potlatch  Corporation,  William  J.  Nicholson,  Manager,  Corporate  Energy  Servicea  Post  Office 
Box  7864,  San  Francisco.  CaNfomia  e412a 

Price  Waterhouse  &  Co.,  James  R.  Fako,  Chawman,  600  Grant  Street.  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania 
15219. 

Publie  Service  Company  of  Colorado,  Ronald  D.  Stinson,  Manager,  Rate  Accounting  and 
Federal  Rate  Regulatory  Servicea  Post  Office  Box  840,  Denver.  Colorado  80201. 

Pttolic  Service  Company  of  Oklahoma  Dwane  R  Glancy.  Treasurer,  Post  Office  Box  201, 
Tulsa  Oklahoma  74102. 

Rochelle  Municipal  Utilities,  Theodore  W.  Voiding,  General  Superintendent  120  North  Seventh 
Street  Rochelle,  lIHriois  61068. 

State  of  Rhode  Island,  Dennis  J.  Roberts.  Jr.,  Attorney  General.  72  Pine  Street  Providenca 
Rhode  Island  02902. 

Seacoast  Anti-Pollution  League,  Jane  Doughty,  Field  Director.  5  Market  Street  Portsnraulh, 
New  Hampshire  03801. 

Safe  Power  for  Maine,  John  Jerabek,  Vice  President  Post  Office  Box  2204,  Augusta  Maine 
04330. 

SmaH  Business  Administratioa  Christopher  J.  Burke.  Senior  Advocate  for  Energy  A  Natural 
Resourcea  1441  L  Street  N.W.,  Suite  SOI,  Washingtoa  D.C.  20416. 

South  Carolina  Electric  &  Gas  Company.  R.  W.  Stedman,  Controller,  Post  Office  Box  764, 
Columbia  South  Carolina  29216. 

Southwestam  Public  Service  Company.  Sam  Hunter,  Vice  President— Ratea  Post  Office  Box 
1261,  Amarillo,  Texas  79170. 


Louis  Flax,  Esquira  Anita  V.  Spivey.  Esquira  Sutherland,  AMI  &  Brennaa  1066  K  Saeet. 
N.W..  Washingtoa  D.C.  20006. 


Lee  Allen  Everett  Esquira  Gulf  States  UtMties  Company,  Poet  Office  Box  2961,  Beaumont. 
Texas  77704. 


Richard  I.  Chaifetz,  Esqura  Arnold  D.  Berkeley,  Esquire.  1925  K  Sheet  N.W.,  Surte  407. 
Washingtoa  D.C.  20006. 

Ronald  D.  Eastmaa  Esquira  Lynda  S.  Mounta  Esquira,  Cadwaladar,  Wiokersham  A  Taft  1333 
New  Hampshire  Avenue.  N.W.,  Suite  700.  Washingtoa  D.C  20036. 


Richard  I.  Chaifetz,  Esquire,  AnxM  D.  Berkeley,  Esquire,  1925  K  Street  N.W.,  Suite  407, 
Washington,  D  C.  20006. 


J.  WiMaffl  W.  Harach.  Esquira  O'Connor  A  Harxiaa  1019  Pennsylvania  Averxra  N.W..  Suite 
800,  Washingtoa  D.C.  20006. 
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City  ol  Stiilwater.  Oklahorrw,  Karl  Stadler,  Director  of  Utilities,  Post  Office  Box  63t,  Stillwater, 
Oklahoma  74074. 

Tampa  Bay  Regiortal  Planning  Council,  Juka  E.  Greene,  Chief,  Division  of  Aging,  9455  Koger 
Boulevard.  St.  Petersburg.  Florida  33702. 

Tampa  Electric  Company . . 

Texas  Public  Utility  Commission,  John  E.  Cunningham,  Director  of  Public  Uttities,  7800  Shoal 
Creek  Boulevard,  Suite  400N.  Austin,  Texas  78757. 

Union  Electric  Company,  Joseph  M.  Pfeifer,  Assistant  to  the  Controller,  Post  Office  Box  149, 
St.  Louis,  Missouri  63166. 

University  of  Florida,  Eugene  F.  Brigham,  Director,  College  of  Business  Administration,  Public 
Utility  Research  Center,  Gainesville.  Florida  326tt. 

Utah  Power  and  Light  Company,  Orrin  T.  Colby,  Jr.,  Assistant  Controller,  Post  Office  Box  899, 
Salt  Lake  CHy,  Utah  84t10. 

Washington  Utilities  arid  Transportation  Commission,  Robert  W.  Bratton.  Chairman.  Hlghways- 
Licertses  Building.  Olympia.  Washington  98504. 

West  Texas  Utilities  Company . 

Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas  Company.  Harold  W.  Borden,  Jr..  Esquire.  80  Park  Plaza, 
Newark,  New  Jersey  07101. 

Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corporation,  Dan  Bollom,  Esquire,  Post  Office  Box  700.  Green  Bay, 
Wisconsin  54305. 

Wisconsin  Municipals . 

R.  S.  Crowder,  1308  South  tTth  Street,  Birmingham,  Alabama  35205 . 

Environmental  Action  Foundation.  Jeff  Brummer,  724  Dupont  Circle  Building.  Washington,  D.C. 
20036. 


Representatives 


Peter  C.  Lesch,  Esquire,  Gallagher,  Boland,  Meiburger  and  Brosnaa  821  ISIh  Street  N.W., 
Washington.  D.C.  20005. 


Charles  A.  Bremer,  Esquire.  Union  Electric  Company,  Post  Office  Box  149,  SL  Louis,  Missouri 
63166. 


Carolyn  Y.  Thompson,  Esqure,  Isham.  Lincoln  &  Beale,  1120  Connectiout  Avenue,  N.tW.,  Suite 
325,  Washington.  UC.  20036. 


Richard  L  Olson,  Esquire,  Broadman.  Suhr,  Curry  &  Field,  410  First  Wisoonain  Plaza,  Post 
Office  Box  927,  Madison,  Wisconsin  53701. 


|FR  Doc.  81-36794  Filed  12-23-81:  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


NAVAJO  AND  HOPI  tNDIAN 
RELOCATION  COMMISSION 

25  CFR  Part  700 

Commission  Operations  and 
Relocation  Procedures, 

Recodification,  Revision  and  Additions 

AOENCy:  Navajo  and  Hopi  Indian 
Relocation  Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 


summary:  On  March  9, 1981,  the 
Commission  published  proposed  rules 
(FR  Vol.  46,  No.  45  at  pp.  15720-15743) 
which  would  recodify,  revise,  and 
expand  the  existing  regulations 
contained  in  25  CFR  Part  700.  Many 
comments  were  received  which  were 
considered  by  the  Commission.  The 
Commission  has  adopted  most  of  the 
proposed  rules  which  will  be  published 
in  the  near  future.  In  connection  with 
§  §  700.143 — Payments  for  Divorced  or 
Separated  Relocatees  and  700.145— 
Payments  to  Estates,  the  Commission 
wishes  to  republish  a  new  draft  of  these 
regulations  and  solicit  further  comment 
before  taking  final  action  on  these  rules. 
date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  January  25, 1982. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Paul  M. 
Tessler,  CFR  Liaison  Officer,  Navajo 
and  Hopi  Indian  Relocation 
Commission,  P.O.  Box  KK,  Flagstaff, 
Arizona,  86002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 

Paul  M.  Tessler,  CFR  Liaison  Officer, 
Telephone  No.  (602)  779-3311,  Extension 
1376,  FTS:  261-1376. 


-The  principal  author  is  William  G. 
Lavell,  General  Counsel,  Navajo  and 
Hopi  Indian  Relocation  Commission, 

P.O.  Box  KK,  Flagstaff,  Arizona  86002, 
Telephone  (602)  779-3311,  Extension 
1376,  FTS:  261-1376. 

PART  700— COMMISSION 
OPERATIONS  AND  RELOCATION 
PROCEDURES 

Accordingly  Part  700  of  Title  25  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  proposed 
to  be  amended  by  adding  regulations 
designated  as  §  §  700.143 — Payments  for 
divorced  or  separated  relocatees  and 
700.145 — Payments  to  estates  as  follows: 

§  700. 1 43  Payments  for  divorced  or 
separated  relocatees. 

(a)  General.  The  following 
considerations  apply  to  Certified 
Eligible  Heads  of  Households  who 
separate  or  divorce  and  intend  to 
establish  separate  eligibility. 

(b)  Determination  of  Benefits. 
Eligibility  for  relocation  benefits  is 
determined  by  the  residence  of  the 
Certified  Eligible  Head  of  Household  as 
of  the  time  that  benefits  were  first 
applied  for,  rather  than  at  the  time  of 
displacement  or  after  relocation. 

(1)  If  the  divorce  or  separation  took 
place  before  benefits  were  first  applied 
for  and  one  of  the  spouses  vacated  the 
property  at  that  time,  the  vacating 
spouse  would  not  be  eligible  for  benefits 
and  all  relocation  benefits  would  accrue 
to  the  spouse  remaining  in  occupancy. 

(2)  If  both  husband  and  wife  are  in 
possession  at  the  time  that  benefits  are 
Brst  applied  for,  and  are  otherwise 
eligible  for  benefits,  they  qualify 


together  as  a  displaced  family.  Hieir 
maximum  benefit  is  the  amount  the 
family  would  have  received  had  the  man 
and  wife  relocated  together. 

(c)  Proration  of  Relocation  Benefits. 
Relocation  beneRts  may  be  divided 
between  the  husband  and  wife  in  any 
portion  they  agree  upon.  This  procedure 
requires  a  written  agreement  signed  by 
both  parties,  which  clearly  sets  forth  the 
method  of  division  and  the  agreed 
percentage  which  each  party  claims. 

The  agreement  may  not  thereafter  be 
changed  without  the  written  consent  of 
both  parties.  In  the  absence  of  an 
agreement,  the  benefits  shall  be  divided 
equally  regardless  of  custody  of  minor  , 
children,  if  any,  or  support  of 
emancipated  children. 

(d)  Claimants  may  agree  upon  a 
division  of  the  moving  expense  payment 
which  differs  from  division  of  other 
relocation  benefits.  Moving  expense 
payments  can  be  based  on  actual  costs 
or  alternate  method;  however,  the  two 
methods  cannot  be  mixed. 

(1)  The  parties  may  move  at  diR'erent 
times;  however,  all  moving  <^xpense 
benefits  shall  be  calculateu  Lrom  the 
time  benefits  are  first  applied  for. 

(2)  If  the  parties  cannot  reach  an 
agreement,  their  moving  expense 
benefits  will  be  determined  as  if  the 
family  had  relocated  together.  The  claim 
form  need  be  signed  by  only  one  party: 
however,  the  benefit  checks  will  be 
made  payable  to  both  individuals. 

§  700.145  Payments  to  estates. 

Relocation  assistance  payments  can 
be  made  to  the  estate  of  a  Certified 
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Eligible  Head  of  Household  who  was 
certified  and  qualified  for  payment 
during  his  lifetime  under  the  following 
circumstances: 

(a)  The  actual  cost  of  removing 
personal  property  may  be  paid  to  an 
estate  if  the  decedent  was  in  occupancy 
of  the  acquired  property  at  the  date 
benefits  were  first  applied  for  and  the 
personal  property  was  removed  from  the 
premises  thereafter. 

(b)  Replacement  housing  payments 
may  be  paid  to  an  estate  only  when  a 
Certified  Eligible  Head  of  Household 
qualified  for  such  a  housing  payment 
pursuant  to  the  Act  and  signed  a 
Relocation  Contract  but  died  before  the 
replacement  housing  was  completed. 

The  estate  of  a  Certified  Eligible  Head 
of  Household  who  had  not  signed  a 
Relocation  Contract  at  the  time  of  his/ 
her  death  is  not  eligible  for  payment  of  a 
replacement  housing  benefit. 

(c)  If  one  of  a  married  couple  who  was 
a  Certified  Eligible  Head  of  Household 
dies,  the  surviving  spouse  may  be  paid 
the  same  moving  expense  and 
replacement  housing  payments  the 
couple  would  have  received  had  death 
not  occurred.  If  there  is  no  surviving 
spouse  another  member  of  the 
household  may  be  designated  by  the 
Commission  as  a  Head  of  Household 
and  may  receive  all  relocation 
assistance  payments. 

Roger  Le%vi8, 

Chairman,  Navajo  and Hopi  Indian 
Relocation  Commission. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36804  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6820-BB-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement 

30  CFR  Ch.  VII 

Public  Hearing  and  Public  Comment 
Period  on  the  Resubmitted  Illinois 
Permanent  Regulatory  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  (OSM), 
Interior. 

action:  Proposed  Rule;  Schedule  for 
Public  Hearing  and  Public  Comment 
Period. 

SUMMARY:  OSM  is  announcing 
procedures  for  the  public  comment 
period  and  hearing  on  the  substantive 
adequacy  of  those  portions  of  the 
proposed  Illinois  regulatory  program 
under  the  Surface  Mining  Control  and 
Reclamation  Act  of  1977  (SMCRA) 
which  have  been  resubmitted  by  the 
State.  The  resubmission  includes  those 
portions  of  the  proposed  regulatory 


program  which  were  disapproved  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  his  initial 
decision  on  October  31, 1980  (45  FR 
72468-72505)  and  any  other  changes 
which  have  been  made  since  that 
decision. 

This  notice  sets  forth  the  times  and 
locations  that  the  Illinois  program  is 
available  for  public  inspection;  the  date 
when  and  the  location  where  OSM  will 
hold  a  public  hearing  on  the 
resubmission;  the  comment  period 
during  which  interested  persons  may 
submit  written  comments  and  data  on 
the  proposed  program  and  other 
information  relevant  to  public 
participation  during  the  comment  period 
and  public  hearings. 

DATES:  A  public  hearing  to  review  the 
substance  of  die  portions  of  the  Illinois 
program  not  previously  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  will  be  held  at 
1:30  p.m.  on  January  18, 1982  at  the 
address  listed  under  “ADDRESSES.” 

Comments  from  members  of  the 
public  must  be  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  January  25, 1982  in  order 
to  be  considered  in  the  Secretary’s 
decision  on  those  elements  of  the 
proposed  Illinois  program  which  were 
not  approved  in  the  initial  decision  on 
the  proposed  program. 

ADDRESSES:  The  public  hearing  will  be 
held  at  the  Illinois  Department  of 
Transportation,  Sprin^eld,  Illinois. 
Written  comments  should  be  sent  to: 
Office  of  Surface  Mining,  Attention: 
Illinois  Program  Review,  46  East  Ohio 
Street,  Indianapolis,  Indiana  46204-1994. 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  the  proposed 
program,  a  listing  of  scheduled  public 
meetings  and  copies  of  all  written 
comments  are  available  for  review  and 
copying  at  the  OSM  Region  III  Office 
and  the  office  of  the  State  Regulatory 
Authority  listed  below,  Monday  through 
Friday,  6:00  a.m.-4;30  p.m.,  excluding 
holidays. 

OfHce  of  Surface  Mining,  Region  m,  46 
East  Ohio  Street,  Indianapolis, 

Indiana  46204-1994,  Phone  (317)  260- 
2629 

Department  of  Mines  and  Minerals, 
Division  of  Land  Reclamation,  227 
South  7th  Street,  Suite  204, 

Springfield,  Illinois  62706 
Department  of  Mines  and  Minerals, 
Division  of  Land  Reclamation, 
Southern  District  Field  Office,  Route  6, 
Box  140A,  Marion,  Illinois  62959 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Office  of  Surface  Mining — Region  III, 
Attention:  Illinois  Program  Review,  46 
East  Ohio  Street,  Indianapolis,  Indiana 
46204-1994,  Phone  (317)  269-2629. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
March  3, 1980,  the  State  of  Illinios 


submitted  to  OSM  a  proposed  State 
regulatory  program.  Pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  30  CFR  Part  732  (44  FR 
15326-15328),  the  Regional  Director 
published  notification  of  receipt  of  the 
program  in  the  March  11, 1980  Federal 
Register  (45  FR  15583-15584)  and  in 
newspapers  of  general  circulation 
within  the  State.  In  accordance  with  that 
announcement  public  comments  were 
solicited  and  a  public  meeting  was  held 
in  Springfield,  Illinois  on  April  10, 1980, 
concerning  the  program’s  completeness. 

Public  hearings  on  the  adequacy  of 
the  Illinois  submission  were  held  on  July 
24, 1980  in  Springfield.  Illinois,  and  on 
July  25, 1980  in  Marion,  Illinois,  after  due 
notice  on  June  26, 1980  in  the  Federal 
Register  (45  FR  43221-43223)  and  in 
newspapers  of  general  circidation 
within  the  State. 

The  full  chronology  of  the  events 
leading  to  the  Secretary’s  initial  decision 
is  contained  in  the  Federal  Register 
notice  of  partial  approval  by  the 
Secretary  (45  FR  72468-72505)  published 
on  Octo^r  31. 1980.  'That  notice  also 
contained  the  Secretary’s  findings, 
detailed  explanations  of  those  findings 
and  the  Secretary’s  decision,  which 
approved  and  disapproved  specific  parts 
of  the  Illinois  program. 

In  accordance  with  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  30  CFR  732.13(f).  the  State  of 
Illinois  would  have  had  60  days  finm  the 
date  of  publication  of  the  Secretary’s 
partial  approval  decision  in  which  to 
submit  a  revised  program  fur 
consideration.  However,  on  December 
11, 1980,  prior  to  the  Secretary’s 
decision,  the  State  was  enjoined  by  the 
Seventh  Judicial  Circuit  Court  of 
Sangamon  County,  Illinois  finm 
submitting  or  resubmitting  to  OSM  the 
Illinois  permanent  program  for  a  period 
of  one  year.  'This  injunction  terminated 
on  December  11. 1981.  Under  the  general 
statement  of  policy  issued  by  OSM  on 
August  26. 1981  (46  FR  43041-43043),  the 
State  then  had  60  days  within  which  to 
resubmit  its  program.  The  State 
resubmitted  its  revised  program  on 
December  22, 1981. 

In  keeping  with  the  public 
participation  mandate  of  SMCRA  and  30 
CFR  732.13(f),  a  30  day  public  comment 
and  review  period  is  being  allowed  for 
the  Illinois  program  submission.  The 
public  review  and  comment  period  for 
the  Illinois  program  ends  at  4:30  p.m.  on 
January  25, 1982.  During  this  period  the 
Secretary  is  soliciting  comments  fit)m 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  and  the  heads  of  other 
federal  agencies,  as  well  as  the  general 
public. 


62478 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  247  /  Thursday,  December  24,  1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


Subsequent  to  the  public  hearing  and 
review  of  all  comments,  the  Regional 
Director  will  transmit  to  the  Director  a 
recommended  decision  along  with  a 
record  composed  of  the  hearing 
transcript,  written  presentations, 
exhibits,  and  copies  of  all  public 
comments. 

Upon  receipt  of  the  Regional 
Director’s  recommendation,  the  Director 
will  consider  all  relevant  information  in 
the  record  and  will  recommend  to  the 
Secretary  that  those  portions  of  the 
program  that  were  not  approved  in  the 
Secretary's  initial  decision  now  be 
approved,  disapproved  or  conditionally 
approved.  The  recommendation  will 
specify  the  reasons  for  the  decision.  The 
procedures  for  the  recommended 
decisions  of  the  Regional  Director  and 
the  Director  are  established  in  30  CFR 
732.12(d)  and  (e)  (44  FR  15326-15327). 

For  further  details,  refer  to  30  CFR  732.12 
and  732.13  of  the  permanent  regulatory 
program  (44  FR  15326-15327)  and 
corresponding  sections  of  the  preamble 
(44  FR  14959-14961).  The  Illinois  State 
program  will  be  evaluated  by  the 
Secretary  under  the  criteria  set  forth  in 
30  CFR  732.15,  including  the  recent 
amendment  to  the  definition  of 
“consistent  with,”  which  sets  a  new 
standard  for  comparison  of  State 
programs  with  the  Federal  regulations, 

30  CFR  730.5(a)  and  732.15(a)  (46  FR 
53376-53384,  October  28, 1981). 

The  Secretary’s  decision  on  the 
program  as  resubmitted  will  constitute 
the  final  decision  by  the  Department.  If 
the  revised  program  is  approved,  the 
State  of  Illinois  will  have  primary 
jurisdiction  for  the  regulation  of  surface 
coal  mining  and  reclamation  and  coal 
exploration  on  non-Federal  and  non- 
Indian  lands  in  Illinois.  If  the  revised 
program  is  approved,  the  Secretary  and 
the  Governor  may  also  enter  into  a 
Cooperative  Agreement  governing 
regulation  of  these  activities  on  Federal 
lands  in  Illinois.  Such  an  agreement 
would  be  the  subject  of  a  separate 
rulemaking  and  Federal  Register  notice. 
If  the  revised  program  is  disapproved,  a 
Federal  program  will  be  implemented 
and  OSM  will  have  primary  jurisdiction 
for  the  regulation  of  the  above  activities 
in  Illinois. 

To  codify  decisions  on  State  matters, 
OSM  has  established  Subchapter  T  of  30 
CFR  Chapter  VII.  Subchapter  T  will 
consist  of  Parts  900  through  950. 
Provisions  relating  to  Illinois  will  be 
found  in  30  CFR  Part  913  after  the 
Illinois  resubmission  has  been  approved 
or  disapproved. 

At  the  public  hearing  on  January  18, 
1982,  parties  wishing  to  comment  on  the 


proposed  program  will  be  asked  to 
register  for  placement  on  the  agenda. 

The  hearing  will  begin  at  1:30  p.m.  and 
will  continue  until  all  persons  scheduled 
to  speak  have  been  heard.  Persons  in 
the  audience  who  have  not  been 
scheduled  to  speak  and  who  wish  to  do 
will  be  heard  at  the  end  of  the  scheduled 
speakers.  Persons  not  scheduled  to 
testify  but  wishing  to  do  so,  assume  the 
risk  of  having  the  public  hearing 
adjourned  unless  they  are  present  in  the  • 
audience  at  the  time  all  scheduled 
speakers  have  been  heard.  Written 
comments,  data,  or  other  relevant 
information  may  be  submittted  to 
supplement,  or  in  lieu  of,  an  oral 
presentation  at  the  hearing. 

In  addition,  the  Regional  Director  has 
prescribed  the  following  hearing  format 
and  rules  of  procedures  in  accordance 
with  30  CFR  732.12(b)(1)  (44  FR  15326). 

1.  The  hearing  shall  be  informal  and 
follow  legislative  procedures. 

2.  Based  on  the  number  of  speakers  in 
attendance,  each  participant  may  be 
limited  to  10  minutes. 

3.  Participants  will  be  called  in  the 
order  in  which  they  register. 

Public  participation  in  the  review  of 
State  programs  is  a  vital  component  in 
fulfilling  the  purposes  of  SMCRA.  On 
September  19, 1979,  OSM  published 
guidelines  in  the  Federal  Register  (44  FR 
54444-54445)  governing  contacts 
between  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
and  both  State  officials  and  members  of 
the  public.  It  is  hoped  that  issuance  of 
these  guidelines  will  encourage  full 
cooperation  by  all  affected  persons. 

Interested  members  of  the  public  are 
encouraged  to  read  the  Secretary’s 
partial  approval  of  the  initial  Illinois 
program  submission  (45  FR  72468-72505) 
published  on  October  31, 1980.  That 
document  contains  detailed  findings  and 
explanations  relating  to  the  parts  of  the 
initial  submission  which  were 
specifically  approved  and  disapproved. 
Unless  a  change  has  been  made  to  part 
of  the  program  previously  approved,  the 
Secret.iry  will  only  consider  comments 
relating  to  those  portions  previously 
disapproved  or  to  any  portions  of  the 
program  first  appearing  in  the 
resubmission. 

Set  forth  below  is  a  summary  of  the 
contents  of  the  Illinois  program 
including  resubmission  material. 

(a)  State  Law  and  Regulation 

(b)  Other  Related  State  Laws 

(c)  Attorney  General’s  Opinion 

(d)  Delegation  of  Regulatory  Authority 

(ej  Structural  Organization — Staffing 

Functions 

(f)  Supporting  Agreements  Between 
Agencies 


(g)  Narrative  Description  fon 

(1)  Issuing  Exploration  for  Mining 
Permits 

(2)  Assessing  Permit  Fees 

(3)  Bonding — Insurance 

(4)  Inspecting  and  Monitoring 

(5)  Enforcing  the  Administrative.  Civil 
and  Criminal  Sanctions 

(6)  Administering  and  Enforcing 
Permanent  Program  Standards 

(7)  Assessing  and  Collecting  Civil 
Penalties 

(8)  Issuing  Public  Notices  and  Holding 
Public  Hearings 

(9)  Coordinating  with  Other  Agencies 

(10)  Consulting  with  Other  Agencies 

(11)  Designating  Lands  Unsuitable  for 
Mining 

(12)  Restricting  Financial  Interests 

(13)  Training,  Examining  and 
Certifying  Blasters 

(14)  Providing  for  Public  Participation 

(15)  Providing  Administrative  and 
Judicial  Review 

(16)  Providing  a  Small  Operator 
Assistance  Program  (S.O.A.P.) 

(h)  Statistical  Information 

(i)  Summary  of  Staff  with  Titles, 
Functions,  Job  Experience  and  Training 

(j)  Description  of  Staffing  Adequacy 

(k)  Projected  Use  of  Other 
Professional  and  Technical  Personnel 

(l)  Budget  Information 

(m)  Physical  Resources  Information 

(n)  Other  Programs  Administered  by 
the  Regulatory  Authority 

Additional  Determinations 

The  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
has  granted  OSM  an  exemption  from 
Sections  3,  4,  7  and  8  of  Executive  Order 
12291  for  State  program  approvals, 
emendments,  and  removal  of  conditions. 
Therefore,  this  rule  is  exempt  from  the 
Determination  of  Ejects  requirements  of 
the  Executive  Order. 

No  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
is  being  prepared  in  connection  with  the 
process  leading  to  the  approval  or 
disapproval  of  the  proposed  Illinois 
program.  Under  Section  702(d)  of 
SMCRA  (30  U.S.C.  1292(d)),  approval 
does  not  constitute  a  major  action 
within  the  meaning  of  Section  102(2)(c) 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (42  U.S.C.  4332). 

Dated;  December  21, 1981. 

).  Steven  Griles, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Surface  Mining. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36853  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  159 

40  CFR  Part  140 
[CGD  81-097] 

Marine  Sanitation  Devices 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  and  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  Program  Review. 

summary:  This  Notice  invites  public 
participation  in  a  regulatory  program 
review  currently  being  conducted  by  the 
Coast  Guard  and  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA).  A  review  of 
the  costs  and  beneHts  of  and  the 
alternatives  to  the  current  Marine 
Sanitation  Device  (MSD)  program  has 
been  initiated  by  the  agencies  because 
of  the  many  complaints  by  the  public 
regarding  the  costs  and  impracticability 
of  the  existing  program.  Also,  a  report 
has  been  prepared  by  EPA  at  the 
request  of  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  that  analyzes  the  existing 
program  and  evaluates  alternatives.  The 
public  is  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  and  data  relating  to  the 
existing  program  and  possible 
alternatives  and  to  submit  comments  on 
the  contents  of  the  report 
DATES:  Written  conunents  must  be 
received  on  or  before  February  22. 1982 
to  be  considered  in  the  review. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  may  be 
mailed  or  delivered  to  and  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  Marine  Safety  Council  (G-(^C), 
Room  4402,  U.S.  Coast  Gua^ 
Headquarters,  2100  Second  St,  S.W., 
Washington,  DC  20583,  between  the 
hours  of  7:00  a.m.  and  5:00  pjn.,  Monday 
through  thursday,  except  holidays.  The 
report  to  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  may  be  inspected  and  copied 
at  this  address  during  the  same  work 
day.  Requests  for  copies  of  this  report 
should  be  directed  to  the  above  address; 
the  cost  is  $4.30  per  copy. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ensign  J.  E.  Amer,  U.S.  Coast  guard, 

(202)  755-7917.  Normal  wtnking  hours 
are  6:00  A.M.  to  4:30  P.M.,  Monday 
through  Thursday,  except  holidays. 
Jonathan  Amson.  U.S.  EPA,  (202)  472- 
3401.  Normal  working  hours  9:30  A.M.  to 
6:00  P.M.  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
holidays. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

MSD  program  review  will  involve  an 
analysis  of  Coast  Guard  regulations  and  ■ 


enforcement,  EPA  standards,  and  the 
requirements  of  Section  312  (Marine 
Sanitation  Devices)  of  the  Clean  Water 
Act  (Pub.  Law  95-217, 91  Stat.  596,  33 
use  1322).  The  public  is  invited  to 
participate  in  this  review  by  submitting 
written  comments  or  data  relating  to  the 
program  and  alternatives  to  the 
program. 

The  public  is  invited  to  comment  on 
the  current  MSD  program: 

•  Vessels  must  meet  Federal 
standards  requiring  at  least  Type  I’s  for 
vessels  65  feet  in  length  or  less  and  at 
least  Type  II’s  for  vessels  over  65  feet. 

•  States  may  adopt  more  stringent 
standard  (“no-discharge”)  if  EPA  finds 
that  adquate  pump-out  facilities  are 
reasonably  available  in  the  area  and 
EPA  approves  the  State  request. 

•  Manufacturers  must  meet  Coast 
Guard  certification  requirements. 

•  There  is  Federal  enforcement  of  the 
program. 

Comments  are  also  invited  on  the 
following  program  alternatives  which 
are  discussed  in  more  detail  in  the  EPA 
report  to  the  Congress,  referred  to 
above: 

(a)  Abolish  by  law  all  Federal 
requirements  for  MSDs.  Under  this 
option — 

•  States  could  adopt  and  enforce  their 
own  equipment  design  and  effluent 
discharge  standards. 

•  There  would  be  no  Coast  Guard 
certification  requirements  for 
manufacturers  of  MSD’s. 

•  There  would  be  no  Federal 
involvement  in  any  aspect  of  MSD 
enforcement 

(b)  By  law,  abolish  Federal  MSD 
requirements  for  recreational  and  small 
commercial  vessels  65  feet  in  length  or 
less  and  allow  States  to  substitute  their 
own  programs  for  these  vessels  based 
upon  Federal  design  standards  (Type  I, 
II,  or  III)  or  have  no  program.  Larger 
commercial  vessels  wo^d  still  be 
subject  to  federal  MSD  requirements 
and  Federal  enforcement  Under  this 
option — 

•  By  law.  States  could  adopt  any  one 
of  three  types  of  MSD  requirements  for 
recreational  and  small  commercial 
vessels  (Type  I,  B,  or  III;  see  33  CFR  159) 
or  could  decide  not  to  have  any 
requirements. 

•  There  would  still  be  national  design 
standards  and  Coast  Guard  certification 
requirements  for  manufacturers. 

•  There  would  be  no  Federal 
enforcement  of  MSD  requirements  for 
recreational  vessels  and  comm»cial 
vessels  65  feet  in  length  or  less;  there 
would  be  Federal  enforcement  for 
commercial  vessels  over  65  feet. 

(c)  By  law,  allow  optional  State 
programs  based  on  the  Federal  design 


standards  (Type  L IL  or  III)  or  States 
could  elect  to  have  no  program.  Existing 
Federal  requirements  would  also  be 
retained  as  a  model.  Under  this 
system — 

•  National  certification  requirements 
for  manufacturers  are  retained. 

•  There  would  be  no  Federal 
enforcement  of  MSD  requirements. 

•  States  may  choose  sewage 
treatment  standards  appropriate  for 
their  waters,  including  a  no-treatment 
standard  if  so  desired. 

(d)  By  law,  establish  Federal  Type  I  as 
the  minimum  Federal  standard.  States 
would  have  the  option  to  establish  a 
Type  II  or  III  standard.  Under  this 
option — 

•  States  could  adopt  more  stringent 
standards  that  exceed  the  Federal 
minimum  standard  (i.e.  Type  II  or  IB). 

•  There  would  still  be  Coast  Guard 
certification  requirements  for 
manufacturers. 

•  There  would  be  Federal 
enforcement. 

•  There  would  be  State  mforcement 
if  the  State  has  chosen  a  stricter 
standard. 

•  (e)  By  law,  establish  Federal  Type  I 
as  the  minimum  standard;  States  could 
not  establish  a  more  stringent  standard. 
Under  this  option — 

•  All  vessels  on  the  navigable  waters 
would  have  to  meet  the  minimum 
standard. 

•  There  would  still  be  Coast  Guard 
certification  requirements  for 
manufacturers. 

•  There  would  be  Federal 
enforcement 

(f)  By  law.  establish  a  Federal  no- 
di^arge  standard  (Type  IB)  and 
require  the  installation  of  pump-out 
facilitate  at  marinas.  Under  this 
option — 

•  All  vessels  in  U.S.  navigable  waters 
would  have  to  meet  the  no-discharge 
standard. 

•  There  would  be  Coast  Guard 
certification  requirements  for 
manufacturers. 

•  There  would  be  Federal 
enforcement 

In  particular,  comments  are  invited  on 
the  following  program  alternative 
derived  from  option  (b)  with  additional 
provisions  for  assurance  of  relatively 
unrestricted  interstate  travel.  For 
instance  the  following  alternative 
addresses  four  factors  (further  explained 
in  the  report)  which  appear  to  be  central 
to  any  MSD  program.  They  are: 
certainty  for  affected  parties;  States’ 
interests;  interstate  travel  and 
commerce;  enforcement. 

Abolish  Federal  MSD  discharge 
requirements  for  all  recreatkmal  vessels 
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and  small  commercial  vessels  65  feet  in 
length  or  less,  but  allow  States  to  adopt 
discharge  standards  for  these  vessels 
based  on  the  present  Federal  design 
standards  (i.e.,  Type  I,  II.  or  III). 
Alternatively,  States  could  choose  to 
adopt  no  program  at  all.  Federal  MSD 
discharge  requirements  would  be 
retained  for  all  commercial  vessels  over 
65  feet,  as  would  all  Federal  design 
standards  for  manufacturers  of  MSD's. 
Since  MSD  requirements  for 
recreational  and  small  commercial 
vessels  would  be  a  State  responsibility, 
remove  and  Federal  enforcement  of 
MSD  requirements  for  these  vessels 
(leaving  such  enforcement 
responsibilities  to  the  individual  States). 
Retain  Federal  enforcement  of  MSD 
requirements  for  all  larger  commercial 
vessels.  Allow  for  unimpeded  travel  by 
recreational  and  small  commercial 
vessels  between  States  for  a  specified 
period  of  time  (such  as  14  days),  as  long 
as  the  vessel  has  a  certified  MSD 
installed.  Travel  within  a  State’s  waters 
would  be- restricted  only  by  individual 
State  requirements.  For  example,  a 
vessel  registered  in  a  State  that  requires 
no  MSD  would  be  free  to  travel  in  that 
State  with  no  treatment  device  installed; 
should  that  vessel  owner  choose  to 
travel  to  (or  through)  an  adjoining  State 
that  requires  Type  II  MSD’s,  he  would 
have  to  install  a  certified  MSD,  and  he 
would  be  able  to  remain  in  the  adjoining 
State’s  waters  for  only  a  specified 
period  of  time  (such  as  14  days),  unless 
he  installed  a  "Type  II  or  Type  III  MSD; 
similarly,  a  vessel  in  a  State  requiring 
Type  III  MSD’s  would  need  either  a 
Type  I  or  Type  II  MSD  and  be  able  to 
remain  for  only  the  specified  time  unless 
a  Type  III  MSD  is  installed.  For 
commercial  vessels  over  65  feet  this 
provision  would  not  apply. 

In  addition,  comments  are  solicited 
on — 

(a)  the  cost  to  purchase,  install,  and 
operate  MSD’s; 

(b)  the  need  for  the  current  regulations 
in  the  various  geographic  regions  of  the 
U.S.  (for  example — fresh  water  areas, 
salt  water  areas,  brackish  tidal  areas); 

(c)  the  practicality  of  the  MSD 
regulations  for  the  various  classes,  sizes, 
and  types  of  vessels  (for  example — 
recreational,  sail  and  power  vessels, 
commercial  vessels  such  as  passenger, 
fishing,  and  cargo  vessel); 

(d)  Coast  Guard  certification 
procedures. 

(e)  the  beneficial  or  detrimental 
environmental  impacts  of  either  the 
current  or  alternative  programs;  and 

(f)  the  beneficial  or  detrimental  effects 
of  State  promulgation  of  standards  and 
State  enforcement  of  the  standards. 


Note. — ^This  Notice  does  not  serve  as  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  which  would 
follow  separetly  as  part  of  the  formal 
rulemaking  procedures  if  any 
recommendation  for  legislative  and/or 
regulatory  change  is  made  at  the  final 
outcome  of  this  review. 

Dated:  December  1, 1981. 

Bruce  R.  Barrett, 

Acting  Assitant  Administrator  for  Water. 

Dated:  December  9, 1981. 

W.  E.  Caldwell, 

Rear,  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Chief, 
Office  of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems, 

|FR  Dor.  ei-363S8  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
40  CFR  Part  81 
[A-9-FRL-2014-6] 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Air  Quality 
Pianning  Purposes;  California 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Extension  of  Comment  Period. 

summary:  On  November  12, 1981  (46  FR 
55722),  the  EPA  invited  comments  on 
certain  California  attainment  status 
designations.  In  response  to  the 
extension  requests  from  the  Proctor  & 
Gamble  Company  and  the  Western  Oil 
and  Gas  Association,  the  public 
comment  period  is  being  extended  to 
February  15, 1982. 

DATE:  Comments  are  due  on  or  before 
February  15, 1982. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
submitted  to:  Douglas  Grano,  Chief, 
State  Implementation  Plan  Section,  Air 
Programs  Branch,  Air  &  Hazards 
Materials  Division,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  9,  215 
Fremont  St.,  San  Francisco,  CA  94105, 
(415)  974-8222. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Douglas  Grano  at  (415)  974-8222. 

Dated:  December  14, 1981. 

Sonia  F.  Crow, 

Regional  Administrator, 

(FR  Doc.  81-36855  Filed  12-23-81:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-38-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
41  CFR  Ch.  9 

Proposed  Amendments  to  the  DOE 
Procurement  Regulations 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  proposed  rule  adds  a 
new  §  9-1.355,  “Contracts  conditioned 
upon  the  availability  of  funds”;  amends 


§  9-1.405,  “Ratification  of  unauthorized 
contract  awards,”  to  clarify  the 
requirements  which  must  be  met  to 
allow  ratifications  of  unauthorized 
actions;  revises  §  9-1.705,  “Cooperation 
with  the  Small  Business 
Administration,”  to  increase  from  $2 
million  to  $3  million  the  ceiling  for  small 
business  class  set-aside  procurements  of 
construction;  deletes  Subpart  9-1.53, 
“Options”:  revises  §  9-3.805-51, 
“Noncompetitive  procurement,” 
regarding  approval  procedures  for 
noncompetitive  procurements  to  assure 
that  the  approving  official  is  outside  the 
initiating  office  and  at  least  one  level 
above  the  individual  processing  the 
action  and  to  emphasize  the  prudence  of 
early  coordination  with  legal  counsel; 
amends  §  9-3.809,  “Contract  audit  as  a 
pricing  aid,”  to  increase  preaward  audit 
thresholds:  revises  Subpart  9-4.57, 
“Program  Opportimity  Notices,”  and 
Subpart  9-4.58,  “Program  Research  and 
Development  Announcements.”  to 
simplify  the  approval  process  for  using 
these  solicitation  methods;  revises  §§  9- 
7.203  and  9-7.403,  “Clauses  to  be  used 
when  applicable,”  to  provide  for  use  of  a 
Cost  and  Schedule  Control  Systems 
clause  under  appropriate  circumstances; 
revises  §  9-7.402-59,  “Stop  work  order,” 
to  make  that  clause  optional  rather  than 
mandatory  for  contracts  with 
educational  and  other  nonprofit 
institutions;  revises  Subpart  9-50, 
“Operating  and  on-site  service 
contracts,”  relating  to  procurement 
procedures  for  operating  and  on-site 
contractors;  and  clarifies  §  9-51.102, 
“Contract  actions  requiring  advance 
Headquarters’  review  and  approval,” 
regarding  the  requirement  for 
Headquarters  review  of  certain  contract 
actions.  This  proposed  rule  is  the  result 
of  operational  experience  which  has 
shown  a  need  to  update  and  revise  the 
regulations  as  described  in  this 
proposed  rule. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  January  25, 1982  to  be  considered. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Department  of  Energy, 
Procurement  Policy  Branch  (MA931.1), 
Forrestal  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20585. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Langston,  Procurement 
Policy  Branch  (MA931.1),  Policy  and 
Procedures  Division,  Procurement  and 
Assistance  Management,  Department 
of  Energy  (202)  252-8188 
Mr.  E.  Barclay  Van  Doren,  DAGC  for 
Procurement  and  Financial  Incentives, 
Office  of  General  Counsel  (GC44), 
Department  of  Energy  (202)  252-6902 
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SUPPLEMENTMIY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

II.  Statutory  and  Regulatory  Requirements 

III.  Public  Comments 

I.  Background 

Under  section  644  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  Organization  Act  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  “the  Act”)  Pub.  L.  95-91, 

91  Stat.  565  (41  U.S.C.  7254),  the 
Secretary  of  the  Department  is 
authorized  to  prescribe  such  procedural 
rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  deemed 
necessary  or  appropriate  to  accomplish 
the  functions  vested  in  him. 

Accordingly,  the  Department  of  Energy 
Procurement  Regulations  (DOE-PR) 
were  promulgated  with  an  effective  date 
of  June  30, 1979  (44  FR  34434,  June  14, 
1979),  41  CFR  Chapter  9. 

II.  Statutory  and  Regulatory 
Requirements 

Pursuant  to  section  501  of  the  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  7191)  relating  to  the  opportimity 
for  oral  presentations  on  proposed 
regulations,  the  Department  has 
determined  that  no  substantial  issue  of 
fact  or  law  exists  and  that  this  proposed 
rule  is  unlikely  to  have  a  substantial 
impact  on  the  Nation’s  economy,  or 
large  number  of  individuals  or 
businesses.  Accordingly,  public  hearings 
relating  to  this  proposed  regulation  will 
not  be  held.  However,  all  written 
comments  received  by  the  Department 
in  response  to  this  proposed  amendment 
will  be  carefully  assessed  and  fully 
considered  in  the  fomjulation  of  the 
Department’s  final  rule. 

Note. — The  Department  has  concluded  that 
the  regulation  will  not  affect  the  quality  of 
the  environment  and  that  the  requirements  of 
section  7(c](2]  of  the  Federal  Adnnuistration 
Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L  93-275,  do  not  apply. 
Additionally,  since  the  proposed  rulemaking 
involves  a  procurement  regulation,  it  is 
accordingly  exempt  from  the  special 
clearance  procedures  required  by  Executive 
Order  12291. 

III.  Public  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  by  submitting  data,  views  or 
arguments  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
DOE-PR  amendments  set  forth  in  this 
notice.  All  written  comments  received 
will  be  carefully  assessed  and  fully 
considered  prior  to  publication  of  the 
proposed  amendment  as  a  final 
regulation. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble.  Chapter  9  of  Title  41  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  proposed 
to  be  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

(Sec.  644,  Department  of  Energy  Organization 
Act  Pub.  L  95-91, 91  Stat.  565  (42  U.S.C 
72541) 


Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  December  14, 
1981. 

Hilary ).  Rauch, 

Director,  Procurement  and  Assistance 
Management 

The  regulations  in  41  CFR  Chapter  9 
are  proposed  to  be  amended  as  set  fmrth 
below. 

Authority:  Section  644  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  Pub.  L.  95-91, 91 
Stat.  599,  (42  U.S.C.  7254). 

Note. — ^As  an  aid  in  identifying  specific 
proposed  changes  to  the  DOE  Procurement 
Regulations,  a  two  digit  identification  number 
is  given  each  specific  change.  The  first  digit 
represents  the  numerical  sequence  of 
proposed  changes,  thus,  this  is  change  5  to 
indicate  that  this  is  the  fifth  time  that  DOE 
has  issued  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
for  the  purpose  of  amending  41  CFR  Chapter 
9.  The  second  digit  is  the  numerical  sequence 
of  specific  changes  proposed  within  a 
particular  notice,  thus,  the  first  change  within 
the  fifth  notice  is  identified  as  Change  5.1. 

Change  5.1 

The  Table  of  Contents  for  Part  9-1, 
“General,”  is  amended  by  adding  a  new 
§  9-1.355  titled  “Contracts  conditioned 
upon  the  availability  of  funds,”  and  by 
removing  and  reserving  Subpart  9-1.53, 
“Options,”  the  provisions  of  which  have 
been  superseded  by  FPR  Amendment 
213,  dated  January  12, 1981.  The  revised 
text  will  read: 

Subpart  9-1.0— Regulation  System 

Sec. 

***** 

9-1.355  Contracts  conditioned  upon  the 
availability  of  funds. 
***** 

Subpart  9-1.53  [Reserved] 

Change  5.2 

Subpart  9-1.3,  “General  Policies,"  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  §  9-1.355, 
“Contracts  conditioned  upon  the 
availability  of  funds.”  The  new  section 
will  read: 

§  9-1.355  Contracts  conditioned  upon  the 
availability  of  funds. 

(a)  There  are  many  day-to-day 
supplies  and  services  wUch  must  be 
provided  on  a  continuing  basis  if  the 
Department  is  to  function  efficiently. 
These  requirements  are  generally 
funded  under  yearly  operation  and 
maintenance  appropriations.  A 
disruption  in  providing  these 
requirements  would  seriously  impact  die 
orderly  operation  of  the  Department. 

(b)  When  it  U  necessary  to  initiate  a 
procurement  properly  chargeable  to 
funds  of  a  new  fiscal  year  prior  to  the 
availability  of  such  funds,  the  clause  in 

(c)  below  shall  be  included  in  the 
contract. 


This  clause  shall  be  used  only  for 
administrative  operations  and 
continuing  services  (such  as  rentals, 
utilities,  and  guard  services)  which  are 
necessary  for  normal  operation  and  for 
which  the  Congress  consistently 
appropriates  funds. 

(c)  *1116  following  clause  shall  be  used 
as  described  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section: 

Availability  oS  Funds 

Funds  are  not  presently  available  for  this 
procuremenL  The  Government's  obligation 
hereunder  is  contingent  upon  the  availability 
of  appropriated  funds  fi-om  which  payment 
for  the  contract  purposes  can  be  made.  No 
legal  liability  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
for  payment  of  any  money  shall  arise  unless 
and  until  the  funds  are  made  available  to  the 
Contracting  Officer  for  this  procurement  and 
notice  of  such  availability,  to  be  confirmed  in 
writing  by  the  Contracting  Officer,  is  given  to 
the  ccmtractor. 

(d)  When  the  clause  in  (c)  above  is  used, 
the  supplies  or  services  shall  not  be  accepted 
by  the  Department  imtil  funds  are  available 
to  the  Contracting  Officer  for  the 
procurement  and  until  the  Contracting  Officer 
has  given  notice  to  the  contractor  (to  be 
confirmed  in  writing)  of  such  availability. 
Records  shall  be  maintained  to  insure 
adequate  administrative  control  of  funds. 

Change  5.3 

Section  9-1.405,  “Ratification  of 
unauthorized  contract  awards,”  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraphs 
(b)(c)(2),  and  (c)(3)  and  by  adding  a 
sentence  at  the  end  of  paragraph  (c)(1) 
to  clarify  the  types  of  actions  that  can 
be  ratified  and  what  approvals  are 
required.  The  revised  text  will  read: 

§  9-1.405  Ratification  of  unauthorizad 
contract  awards. 

***** 

(b)  Ratifications  shall  not  be  approved 
unless  it  would  have  been  otherwise 
proper  to  enter  into  a  contract  prior  to 
the  commitment.  As  used  herein,  the 
phrase  “otherwise  proper”  means  that  a, 
ratification  of  unauthorized 
commitments  can  be  made  only  if  there 
occurred  no  violation  of  any  substantive 
legal  requirements,  e.g.,  there  can  be  no 
ratification  unless  a  sole  source  can  be 
justified;  a  determination  made  that  the 
contractor  is  not  debarred  or  otherwise 
ineligible  for  award;  the  required 
Organizational  Conflict  of  Interest 
reviews  and  determinations  are 
completed;  and  where  all  other 
substantive  legal  requirements  have 
been  met.  Any  person  performing  work 
as  a  result  of  an  unauthorized 
commitment  shall  be  contacted  by  the 
cognizant  procuring  office  and  told  to 
stop  work  until  such  time  as  the 
Contracting  Officer  determines  whether 
it  is  appropriate  to  establish  a  contract. 
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If  the  work  being  performed  is  outside 
the  procuring  office’s  normal  area  of 
cognizance,  the  matter  shall  be  referred 
to  the  Senior  Procurement  Official,  or 
designee,  immediately  following  notice 
to  the  performer.  The  Contracting 
Officer  shall  direct  the  disposition  of  all 
products  and  deliverables  received  by 
the  Government  as  a  result  of  an 
unauthorized  commitment. 

(c)  *  *  * 

(1)  *  *  *  Under  exceptional 
circumstances,  the  Senior  Procurement 
Offical,  may  waive  the  requirement  that 
the  responsible  employee  initiate  and 
document  the  request;  Provided  the 
cognizant  Assistant  Secretary  or  the 
Head  of  the  Procuring  Activity 
determines  in  writing  that  the 
commitment  was  in  fact  made  by  an 
employee  who  shall  be  identified  in  the 
determination. 

(2)  The  request  for  ratibcation,  an 
approved  justffication  for 
noncompetitive  procurement,  and  the 
information  required  by  Section  9- 
1.405(c)(l]  must  be  forwarded  to  the 
cognizant  program  Assistant  Secretary, 
or  HPA,  based  on  the  source  of  funds  for 
the  proposed  contract,  for  that  person's 
concurrence,  together  with 
recommended  corrective  actions  to 
preclude  reoccurrence. 

(3)  If  the  Assistant  Secretary,  or  HPA 
concurs  with  the  request  for  ratiHcation, 
the  request  and  concurrence  shall  be 
forwarded  to  the  Senior  Procurement 
Official.  The  Senior  Procurement 
Official  will  review  the  request,  the 
Justification  for  Non-Competitive 
Procurement,  any  comments  or 
information  submitted  by  the 
Contracting  Officer  which  should  be 
considered  in  evaluation  of  the  request, 
and  the  information  submitted  in 
accordance  with  DOE-PR  9-1.405(c](2). 
Based  upon  this  review  and  advice  &om 
the  Office  of  General  Counsel,  the 
Senior  ^Procurement  official,  will  proceed 
as  follows: 

(i)  If  the  request  submitted  does  not 
appear  to  be  justified,  it  will  be  returned 
to  the  concurring  Assistant  Secretary  or 
equivalent  official  without  approval. 

(ii)  If  the  request  and  the 
recommended  corrective  actions  appear 
justified  and  adequate,  the  Senior 
Procurement  Official  may  ratify  the 
action,  return  the  file  to  the  Contracting 
Officer  for  action  and  monitor  the 
implementation  of  the  corrective  action 
plan. 

(iii)  A  detailed  record  of  the  review 
shall  be  maintained  for  audit  purposes. 
***** 

Change  5.4 

Subpart  9-1.7,  "Small  Business 
Concerns,"  is  amended  by  revising  §  9- 
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1.705-3(b)(l)  to  increase  the  class  set- 
aside  ceiling  for  procurements  of 
construction  to  ^,000,000,  and  by 
adding  a  new  §  9-1.706-l(e)  to  read: 

§  9-1.705-3  Screening  of  procurements. 
***** 

(b)*  *  * 

(1)  Class  Set-Asides.  By  agreement 
with  SBA,  DOE  has  established  a  class 
set-aside  for  procurements  of 
construction  where  the  estimated  value 
is  from  $10,000  through  $3,000,000, 
including  new  construction  and  repair 
and  alteration  of  structures.  Lists  of 
other  class  set-asides  shall  be 
maintained  by  all  DOE  procuring  offices, 
including  contractors  who  manage 
Government-owned  sites.  These  lists 
shall  be  updated  at  least  annually. 
***** 

§9-1.706-1  General 
***** 

(e)(1)  In  lieu  of  the  set-aside  priorities 
set  forth  in  FPR  1-1.706-1  (a)  and  (e), 
DOE  shall  award  contracts,  and 
encourage  the  placement  of 
subcontracts  for  procurement  to  small 
business  concerns  in  the  following 
manner: 

(1)  Concerns  which  are  small  business 
concerns  and  which  are  located  in  labor 
surplus  areas,  on  the  basis  of  a  total  set- 
aside; 

(ii)  Concerns  which  are  small  business 
concerns,  on  the  basis  of  a  total  set- 
aside; 

(iii)  Concerns  which  are  small 
business  concerns  and  which  are 
located  in  a  labor  surplus  area,  on  the 
basis  of  a  partial  set-aside; 

(iv)  Concerns  which  are  small 
business  concerns,  on  the  basis  of  a 
partial  set-aside. 

(2)  After  priority  is  given  to  the  small 
business  concerns  specified  in 
subsection  (e),  priority  shall  also  be 
given  to  the  awarding  of  contracts  and 
the  placement  uf  subcontracts,  on  the 
basis  of  a  total  set-aside,  to  concerns 
which: 

(i)  Are  not  eligible  under  subsection 

(e): 

(ii)  Are  not  small  business  concerns; 
and 

(iii)  Will  perform  a  substantial 
proportion  of  the  production  of  those 
contracts  and  subcontracts  within  areas 
of  concentrated  unemplosrment  or 
underemployment  or  within  labor 
surplus  areas. 

(3)  See  FPR  1-1.801  fdr  the  deHnition 
of  a  concern  located  in  a  labor  surplus 
area. 

Change  5.5 

Subpart  9-1.53  entitled  "Options"  is 
removed  and  reserved  because 
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Amendment  213  to  the  Federal 
Procurement  Regulation  (46  FR  7966, 
January  26, 1981)  has  added  coverage  of 
this  topic  to  the  FPR  and  makes  DOE-PR 
coverage  unnecessary.  The  revised  text 
will  read: 

Subpart  9-1.53  [Reserved] 

Change  5.6 

Section  9-3.805-50,  "Selection 
procedures,"  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  (a)(l)(iv)  to  provide  that  the 
Source  Selection  Official  may  be  an 
official  designated  by  the  HPA  at  a  level 
higher  than  the  Contracting  Officer.  As 
revised  the  text  will  read: 

§9-3.805-50  Selection  procedures. 

(a)(1)*  *  * 

(iv)  The  Source  Selection  Official  shall 
be  the  HPA,  an  official  designated  by 
the  HPA  who  is  higher  than  the 
Contracting  Officer,  or  the  Contracting 
Officer. 

***** 

Change  5.7 

Section  9-3.805-51,  "Noncompetitive 
procurement”,  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  (a)(2)  by  removing  the  words 
"an  approved"  and  substituting  the 
words  “a  recommdUded”  and  by 
removing  the  present  text  of  paragraph 
(d)  and  inserting  new  language  in  its 
place.  The  effect  of  the  change  is  that 
the  justification  will  be  in  the  form  of  a 
recommendation  by  the  initiating  office 
with  approval  outside  the  initiating 
office.  The  revised  text  will  read: 

§9-3.805-51  Noncompetitive 
procurement 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  For  a  noncompetitive  procurement, 
a  recommended  justification  shall  be 
attached  to  the  prociuement  request 
when  the  request  is  sent  to  a 
Contracting  Officer  for  action. 
***** 

(d)  Review  and  approval.  The 
justification  shall  contain  a 
recommendation,  concurrence  (when 
needed)  and  approval  as  follows:  (In  the 
case  of  cost  shared  contracts,  review 
levels  shall  be  based  on  the  sum  of  the 
contractor  and  Government  shares.) 

(i)  Concurrences  in  the 
recommendation  shall  be  obtained 
within  the  initiating  office  at  such  levels 
as  are  deemed  appropriate  by  the  Senior 
Program  Official  for  procurements 
initiated  by  Headquarters  or  the  Head  of 
the  Procuring  Activity  for  field  initiated 
procurements.  In  establishing  levels  for 
approval  of  such  recommendations,  the 
Senior  Program  Official  or  Head  of  the 
Procuring  Activity  shall  assure  that  the 
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recommendation  approval  is  at  least  one 
level  above  the  initiator.  The  objective 
of  maximizing  the  use  of  competitive 
procurement  procedures  as  well  as  the 
complexity  or  cost  of  a  procurement 
should  be  used  as  a  guide  in  establishing 
the  appropriate  level  of  responsibility 
for  approval  of  noncompetitive 
recommendation. 

(ii)  The  more  complex  and  costly 
justifications  will  beneflt  from  early 
coordination  with  counsel.  Justifications 
exceeding  $1,000,000,  or  such  lower  level 
as  counsel  may  determine,  shall  be 
submitted  by  die  initiator  to  counsel,  at 
the  headquarters  or  field  location  of  the 
initiator,  for  concurrence  prior  to 
forwarding  to  the  Contracting  officer. 

The  heads  of  the  Procuring  Activities,  in 
consultation  with  counsel,  are 
encouraged  to  establish  more  restrictive 
thresholds  and  conditions  specific  to 
their  organizations  and  circumstances. 

(iii)  The  justification,  following 
approval  of  the  recommendation  and 
concurrences  of  counsel  (if  required  or 
considered  appropriate),  shall  be 
forwarded  to  the  Contracting  Officer 
who  will  seek  final  approval  of 
justification  at  such  level  as  the  Head  of 
the  Procuring  Activity  may  require.  In 
specifying  levels  of  review  for  final 
approval,  the  HPA  shall  assure  that 
justifications  of  more  than  $10,000  are 
approved  at  a  level  above  the 
Contracting  Officer  as  required  by  §  1- 
3.101(d)  of  the  FPR  and  that  the  final 
approval  authority  is  outside  the 
initiating  organization. 

(iv)  Justifications  exceeding  the  HPA’s 
delegated  contract  authority  may  be 
approved  by  the  HPA  but  an 
information  copy  shall  be  furnished  to 
the  Contract  Business  Clearance 
Division,  Procurement  Management 
Office,  Headquarters  for  advisory 
purposes. 

Change  5.8 

Section  9-3.809  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)(1)  to  increase  the 
preaward  audit  thresholds  from  $100,000 
to  $500,000  for  fixed  price  contracts  and 
from  $250,000  to  $1,000,000  for  cost 
reimbursement  type  contracts,  and  by 
correcting  an  erroneous  FPR  reference  at 
the  end  of  the  second  sentence  and 
replacing  it  by  reference  to  FPR  1-3.807- 
2  and  l-3.809(b)(ii).  The  revised  text  will 
read: 

§9-3.809  Contract  audit  as  a  pricing  aid. 
***** 

(b)  Auditor's  reports  on  contract  price 
proposals. 

(1)  Prior  to  negotiation  of  any  contract 
or  modification  resulting  fi*om  a 
proposal  in  excess  of  $500,000  for  firm 
fixed-price  and  fixed-price  with 


economic  price  adjustment  provisions  or 
$1,000,000  for  all  other  contract  types 
[including  initial  prices,  estimated  costs 
of  cost-reimbiirsement  types,  interim 
and  final  price  redeterminations, 
escalation,  target  and  settlement  of  price 
redeterminations,  target  and  settlement 
of  incentive  types  where  the  price  will 
be  based  on  cost  or  pricing  data  (FPR  1- 
3.807-3)  submitted  by  the  contractor], 
the  Contracting  Officer  or  authorized 
representative  shall  request  an  audit 
review  by  the  contract  audit  activity. 

Also  see  FPR  1-3.807-2  and  1- 
3.809(b)(ii). 

***** 

Change  5.9 

Section  9-4.5702-2  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)(2),  (b)(2),  and 
(b)(3)  to  remove  the  requirement  that  the 
prior  concurrence  of  the  Senior 
Procurement  Official  be  obtained  on 
determinations  to  use  the  Program 
Opportunity  Notice  type  of  solicitation 
and  its  content.  The  revised  text  will 
read: 

§  9-4.5702-2  Determination  to  use  and 
approval  of  content 

(a)  *  *.* 

(2)  The  Senior  Program  Official  or 
designee  may  approve  the 
determination. 

***** 

(b) *** 

(2)  When  a  source  evaluation  board  is 
not  required,  notices  may  be  approved 
by  the  Senior  Program  Official  or 
designee  after  prior  concurrence  by 
Counsel. 

.  (3)  When  an  SEB  is  required,  notices 
shall  be  reviewed  and  approved  by  the 
SEB  after  prior  concurrence  by  Counsel, 
and  the  Senior  Program  Official,  or 
designee. 

***** 

Change  5.10 

Section  9-4.5802-2  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)(1)  by  removing 
the  final  sentence  which  requires  the 
prior  concurrence  of  the  Senior 
Procurement  Official  for  use  of  the 
Program  Research  and  Development 
Announcement  under  $2  million,  by 
removing  and  reserving  paragraph  (a)(2) 
which  requires  additional  justification 
for  use  of  the  Program  Research  and 
Development  Announcement  for 
individual  award  situations  expected  to 
exceed  $2  million  and  by  deleting  the 
requirement  at  paragraph  (b)(2)  that  the 
content  of  Program  Research  and 
Development  Announcements  have  the 
prior  concurrence  of  the  Senior 
Procurement  Official,  Headquarters.  The 
revised  text  will  read: 


§  9-4.5602-2  Determination  to  use  and 
approval  of  content 

(a)  *  ‘  • 

(1)  Before  the  PRDA  is  selected  by  the 
program  office  as  the 'appropriate 
solicitation  procedure,  a  written 
program  determination  shall  be  made  to 
show  that  the  conditions  in  §  9-4.5802- 
1(c)  exist  to  support  the  conclusion  that 
the  use  of  the  PRDA  procedure  is  both 
necessary  and  appropriate.  The 
determination  must  not  be  merely 
conclusory  but  shall  be  supported  by 
specific  facts  and  explanations. 

(2)  [Reserved] 

***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(2)  The  PRDA  content  may  be 
approved  by  the  Senior  Program  Official 
or  designee  after  prior  concurrence  by 
counsel. 

***** 

Change  5 

The  Table  of  Contents  of  Part  9-7  is 
revised  to  add  new  §§  9-7.203-58  and  9- 
7.403-75  entitled  “Cost  and  schedule 
control  systems.”  The  new  text  will 
read: 

PART  9-7— CONTRACT  CLAUSES 

Sec. 

***** 

9-7.203-58  Cost  and  schedule  control 
systems. 

***** 

9-7.403-75  Cost  and  schedule  control 
systems. 

***** 

§  9-7.203-58  Cost  and  schedule  control 
systems. 

In  those  instances  where  the  procurement 
request  identifies  the  procurement  as  one  for 
which  cost  and  schedule  control  systems 
criteria  are  applicable  piusuant  to  DOE 
Order  2250.1  and  DOE/CR  0015, 
“Implementation  Guide  for  Cost  and 
Schedule  Control  Systems  Criteria  for 
Contract  Performance  Measurement,”  the 
specific  systems  criteria  required  shall  be  set 
forth  in  the  contract  and  the  following  clause 
shall  be  included: 

Cost  and  Schedule  Control  Systems 
(a)  In  the  performance  of  this  contract,  the 
contractor  shall  establish,  maintain,  and  use 
cost  and  schedule  control  systems 
(management  control  systems)  meeting  the 
criteria  set  forth  in  the  contract  and  as 
described  in  detail  in  DOE/CR-0015,  “Cost 
and  Schedule  Control  Systems  Criteria  for 
Contract  Performance  Measurement — 
Implementation  Guide,”  annexed  hereto  and 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  “Guide."  Prior 
to  acceptance  by  the  Contracting  Officer  and 

within - calendar  days  after  contract 

award,  the  contractor  shall  be  prepared  to 
demonstrate  systems  operation  to  the 
Government  to  verify  that  the  proposed 
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systems  meet  the  designated  criteria.  As  a 
part  of  the  review  procedures,  the  contractor 
shall  furnish  the  Government  a  description  of 
the  cost  and  schedule  control  systems 
applicable  to  this  contract  in  such  form  and 
detail  as  indicated  by  the  Guide,  or  as 
required  by  the  Contracting  Officer.  The 
contractor  agrees  to  provide  access  to  all 
pertinent  records,  data,  and  plans  as 
requested  by  representatives  of  the 
Government  for  the  conduct  of  systems 
review. 

(b)  The  description  of  the  management 
control  systems  accepted  by  the  Contracting 
Officer,  identified  by  title  and  date,  shall  be 
referenced  in  the  contract.  Such  systems  shall 
be  maintained  and  used  by  the  contractor  in 
the  performance  of  this  contract. 

(c)  Contractor  changes  to  the  reviewed 
systems  shall  be  submitted  for  review  and 
approval  as  required  by  the  Contracting 
Officer.  When  Contracting  Officer  approval  is 
required,  the  Contracting  Officer  shall  advise 
the  contractor  of  the  acceptability  of  such 
changes  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  receipt 
from  the  contractor.  When  systems  existing 
at  the  time  of  contract  award  do  not  comply 
with  the  designated  criteria,  adjustments 
necessary  to  assure  compliance  will  be  made 
at  no  change  in  contract  price  or  fee. 

(d)  The  contractor  agrees  to  provide  access 
to  all  pertinent  records  and  data  requested  by 
the  Contracting  Officer,  or  duly  authorized 
representative,  for  the  purpose  of  permitting 
Government  surveillance  to  insure  continuing 
application  of  the  accepted  systems  to  this 
contract.  Deviations  from  the  systems 
description  identified  during  contract 
performance  shall  be  corrected  as  directed  by 
the  Contracting  Officer, 

(e)  The  contractor  shall  require  that  each 
selected  subcontractor,  as  mutually  agreed  to 
between  the  Government  and  the  contractor 
and  as  set  forth  in  the  schedule  of  this 
contract,  meet  the  criteria  for  cost  and 
schedule  control  systems  as  set  forth  in 
subcontract  and  shall  incorporate  in  all  such 
subcontracts  adequate  provisions  for  review 
and  surveillance  of  subcontractor’s  systems 
to  be  carried  out  by  the  prime  contractor,  or 
by  the  Government  when  requested  by  either 
the  prime  or  subcontractor. 

*  *  *  «  * 

§  9-7.403-75  Cost  and  schedule  control 
systems. 

In  those  instances  where  the 
procurement  request  identifies  the 
requirement  as  one  for  which  cost  and 
schedule  control  systems  criteria  are 
applicable,  insert  the  clause  set  forth  at 
§9-7.203-58. 

***** 

Change  5.12 

Section  9-7.402-59  is  amended  by 
adding  a  preamble  which  will  make  the 
Stop  Work  Order  clause  optional  for  use 
rather  than  mandatory  for  use  in  ^ 
contracts  with  educational  or  nonprofit 
institutions.  The  revised  text  will  read: 


§  9-7.402-59  Stop  work  order. 

Use  of  this  clause  is  optional  if  the 
contract  is  for  research  and 
development  being  performed  by  an 
educational  or  nonprofit  institution. 
***** 

Change  5.13 

Section  9-15.5006-4  is  amended  by 
designating  the  present  text  as 
paragraph  (a)  and  adding  new  text 
designated  as  paragraph  (b).  The  revised 
text  will  read: 

§9-1 5.5006-4  Precontract  costs. 

(a)  Precontract  costs  are  those 
incurred  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the 
contract  directly  pursuant  to  the 
negotiation  and  in  anticipation  of  the 
award  of  the  contract  where  such 
incurrence  is  necessary  to  comply  with 
the  proposed  contract  delivery  schedule. 
Such  costs  are  allowable  to  the  extent 
that  they  would  have  been  allowable  if 
incurred  after  the  date  of  the  contract. 
They  do  not  include  costs  of  preparing 
bids  or  of  participation  in  the 
negotiation.  The  allowability  of 
precontract  costs  is  dependent  upon 
appropriate  coverage  in  the  contract. 

(b)  Limitations. 

(1)  Precontract  cost  authorizations 
shall  not  be  used  to  cover  a  period  in 
excess  of  15  days  and  shall  not  be 
extended  or  renewed.  If  longer  coverage 
is  necessary,  a  letter  contract  shall  be 
issued  in  accordance  with  DOE-PR  9- 
3.408. 

(2)  All  precontract  cost  authorizations 
shall  be  reviewed  and  approved  at  a 
management  level  above  tlje 
Contracting  Officer. 

(3)  Retroactive  precontract  cost 
authorizations  and  the  predating  of 
contractual  agreements  shall  not  be 
used. 

(4)  Precontract  cost  authorizations 
shall  not  authorize  the  delivery  or 
furnishing  of  any  goods  or  services  from 
a  contractor  until  after  the  contract  is 
executed. 

Change  5.14 

The  Table  of  Contents  of  Part  9-50, 
“Operating  and  On-site  Service 
Contracts,"  is  amended  by  inserting  a 
new  entry  §9-50.704-48,  “Cost  and 
Schedule  Control  Systems"  and  by 
removing  and  reserving  §  9-50.2002, 
“Compensation  approval  requirements. 
The  revised  entry  will  read: 

PART  9-50— OPERATING  AND  ON¬ 
SITE  SERVICE  CONTRACTS 

Sec. 

***** 

9-50.704-48  Cost  and  Schedule  Control 
Systems. 

***** 


9-50.2002  [Reserved] 

Change  5.15 

Section  9-50.104,  paragraph  (c)  (45  FR 
24380,  April  9, 1980)  is  revised  to 
increase  the  ceiling  for  small  business 
class  set-asides  of  procurement  of 
construction,  including  new  construction 
and  repair  and  alteration  of  structures, 
from  $2  million  to  $3  million.  The  revised 
text  will  read: 

§  9-50.104  Small  business  and  small 
disadvantaged  business  concerns. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(c)  Procurement  of  construction 
between  $2,500  and  $3  million,  including 
new  construction,  and  repair  and 
alteration  of  structures,  shall  be  set- 
aside  on  a  class  basis  for  small  business 
concerns.  When,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
contractor,  a  particular  procurement 
falling  within  these  dollar  limits  is 
determined  to  be  unsuitable  for  a  small 
business  set-aside,  notification  to  SBA 
shall  be  made  through  the  DOE 
Contracting  Officer.  Unless  SBA  appeals 
the  decision  (see  FPR  1-1.706-2),  the 
contractor  shall  proceed  to  process  the 
procurement  on  an  imrestricted  basis. 
Small  business  set-aside  preferences 
should  be  considered  for  construction 
procurements  in  excess  of  $3  million  on 
a  case-by-case  basis,  with  such 
preferential  participation  of  small 
business  to  be  favored,  whenever 
appropriate. 

***** 

Change  5.16 

Section  9-50.704  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  §  9-50.704-48,  “Cost  and 
Sechedule  Control  Systems."  The  new 
text  will  read: 

***** 

§  9-50.704-46  Cost  and  schedule  control 
systems. 

In  those  instances  where  Cost  and 
Schedule  Control  Systems  criteria  are 
applicable  pursuant  to  DOE  Order 
2250.1  and  DOE/CR  0015 
“Implementation  Guide  for  Cost  and 
Schedule  Control  Systems  Criteria  for 
Contract  Performance  Measurement," 
the  specific  systems  criteria  required 
shall  be  set  forth  in  the  contract  and  the 
following  clause  shall  be  included: 

Cost  and  Schedule  Control  Systems 

(a)  In  the  performance  of  this  contract,  the 
contractor  shall  establish,  maintain,  and  use 
cost  and  schedule  control  systems 
(management  control  systems]  meeting  the 
criteria  set  forth  in  the  contract  and 
described  in  detail  in  DOE/CR-0015,  “Cost 
and  Schedule  Control  Systems  Criteria  for 
Contract  Performance  Measurement — 
Implementation  Guide,"  annexed  hereto  and 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Guide."  Prior 
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to  acceptance  by  the  Contracting  OHicer  and 

within - calendar  days  after  contract 

award,  the  contractor  shall  be  prepared  to 
demonstrate  systems  operation  to  the 
Government  to  verify  that  the  proposed 
systems  meet  the  designated  criteria.  As  a 
part  of  the  review  procedures,  the  contractor 
shall  furnish  the  Government  a  description  of 
the  cost  and  schedule  control  systems 
applicable  to  this  contract  in  such  form  and 
detail  as  indicated  by  the  Guide,  or  as 
required  by  the  Contracting  Officer.  The 
contractor  agrees  to  provide  access  to  all 
pertinent  records,  data,  and  plans  as 
requested  by  representatives  of  the 
Government  for  the  conduct  of  systems 
review. 

(b)  The  description  of  the  management 
control  systems  accepted  by  the  Contracting 
Officer,  identified  by  title  and  date,  shall  be 
referenced  in  the  contract.  Such  systems  shall 
be  maintained  and  used  by  the  contractor  in 
the  performance  of  this  contract. 

(c)  Contractor  changes  to  the  reviewed 
systems  shall  be  submitted  for  review  and 
approval  as  required  by  the  Contracting 
Officer.  When  Contracting  O^cer  approval  is 
required,  the  Contracting  Officer  shall  advise 
the  contractor  of  the  acceptability  of  such 
changes  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  receipt 
from  the  contractor.  When  systems  existing 
at  the  time  of  contract  award  do  not  comply 
with  the  designated  criteria,  adjustments 
necessary  to  assure  compliance  will  be  made 
at  no  change  in  contract  price  or  fee. 

(d)  The  contractor  agrees  to  provide  access 
to  all  pertinent  records  and  data  requested  by 
the  Contracting  Officer,  or  duly  authorized 
representative,  for  the  purpose  of  permitting 
Government  surveillance  to  insure  continuing 
application  of  the  accepted  systems  to  this 
contract.  Deviations  from  the  systems 
description  identified  during  contract 
performance  shall  be  corrected  as  directed  by 
the  Contracting  Officer. 

(e)  The  contractor  shall  require  that  each 
selected  subcontractor,  as  mutually  agreed  to 
between  the  Government  and  the  contractor 
as  set  forth  in  the  schedule  of  this  contract 
meet  the  creiteria  for  cost  and  schedule 
control  systems  as  set  forth  in  subcontract 
and  shaH  incorporate  in  all  such  subcontracts 
adequate  provisions  for  review  and 
surveillance  of  subcontractor’s  systems  to  be 
carried  out  by  the  prime  contractor,  or  by  the 
Government  when  requested  by  either  the 
prime  or  subcontractor. 

Change  5.17 

Section  9-50.1510-14  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (d)  to  increase  from 


$40,000  to  $45,000  the  level  at  which 
individual  employees  compensation  for 
operating  and  on-site  employees  must 
be  approved  by  the  Contracting  Officer. 
The  revised  text  will  read: 

§  9-50.1510-14  Compensation  for 
personal  services. 

***** 

(d)  Review  and  approval  of 
compensation  paid  individual 
employees.  In  determining  the 
resonableness  of  compensation,  the 
compensation  of  each  individual 
contractor  employee  normally  need  not 
be  subjected  to  review  and  approval. 
Generally,  the  compensation  paid 
individual  employees  should  be  left  to 
the  judgment  of  contractors  subject  to 
the  limitations  of  DOE-approved 
compensation  policies,  programs, 
classification  systems,  and  schedules, 
and  amoimts  of  money  authorized  for 
wage  and  salary  increases  for  group  of 
employees.  However,  in  the  case  of 
operating  and  on-site  contracts,  all 
compensation  due  an  individual  of 
$45,000  or  more  shall  require  the 
Contracting  Officer’s  or  designe'e’s 
review  and  approval.  In  addition,  in  the 
case  of  operating  and  on-site  contracts, 
it  will  often  be  necessary  that  employee 
compensation  be  subjected  to  review 
and  approval  on  an  individual  basis  at  a 
level  below  $45,000,  when  the 
Contracting  Officer  finds  it  appropriate 
for  the  particular  situation.  The  contract 
shall  speciHcally  provide  for  the 
approval  by  the  Contracting  Officer  of 
the  cost  of  compensating  an  individual 
contractor  employee  above  the  level 
determined  by  the  Contracting  Officer,  if 
a  total  of  50  percent  or  more  of  such 
compensation  is  reimbursed  under  DOE 
cost-type  contracts.  For  purposes  of 
determining  the  level  for  individual 
review  and  approval,  total 
compensation  as  used  in  this  paragraph 
includes  only  the  employee’s  base 
salary  and  bonus  or  incentive 
compensations.  As  in  the  case  of  other 
personnel  and  compensation  costs,  it  is 
intended  that  Contracting  Officer  review 
and  approval  of  individual 


compensation  normally  will  be  prior  to 
incurrence  of  costs. 

***** 

Change  5.18 

Section  9-50.2002,  “Compensation 
approval  requirements,”  is  removed  as 
its  content  is  duplicative  of  9-50.1510- 
14(d).  The  revised  entry  will  be: 

§9-50.2002  [Reserved] 

Change  5.19 

Section  9-51.102,  paragraph  (b)(3)  is 
revised  by  adding  the  word  “intitial” 
before  “proposed  contract”  to  clarify  the 
meaning  and  by  changing  the  word 
“will”  to  “may”  to  better  reflect  the 
nature  of  estimates  of  future  actions.  A 
new  subparagraph  (5)  is  added  to 
paragraph  (b)  to  clarify  that  the 
estimated  cost  in  the  case  of  cost-shared 
procurements  is  the  sum  of  the 
contractor  and  Government  shares  for 
purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  the 
action  requires  Headquarters  review. 
The  revised  text  will  read: 

§  9-51.102  Contract  actions  requiring 
advance  headquarter’s  review  and 
approval 

***** 

(b)*  *  * 

(3)  Any  initial  proposed  contract  or 
subcontract,  regardless  of  amount, 
which  in  the  opinion  of  the  Head  of  the 
Procuring  Activity  may  as  a  result  of 
extension,  follow-up  work,  or  other-wise 
increase  the  contract  or  subcontract,  or 
lead  to  a  contract  or  subcontract  with 
the  same  contractor,  in  an  amount  in 
excess  of  the  delegated  authority. 

(4)  *  *  * 

(5)  In  the  case  of  cost-shared 
contracts,  the  estimated  cost  shall  be 
considered  to  be  the  sum  of  the 
contractor  and  Government  shares  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether 
Headquarters  review  and  approval  is 
required. 

***** 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service  > 

Sierra  National  Forest  Grazing 
Advisory  Board;  Meeting 

The  Sierra  National  Forest  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  will  meet  February  1, 
1982  at  9:00  a.m.  at  Room  4305,  Federal 
Building,  1130  “O”  Street,  Fresno, 
California  93721. 

Agenda  of  the  meeting  includes: 

A.  Recognize  new  Board  members. 

B.  Agree  on  method  Board  will  use  to 
furnish  recommendations  for  use  of 
Range  Betterment  Funds. 

C.  Discuss  relationship  of  the  draft 
Sierra  NF  land  management  plan  to 
grazing  use. 

D.  Identify  meeting  objectives  and  trip 
dates  for  1982. 

E.  Public  statements,  comments,  or 
questions. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Matters  identified  by  the  public  will  be 
considered  by  the  Board  at  the  close  of 
the  above  agenda. 

James  C.  Bates, 

Acting  Forest  Supervisor,  Sierra  National 
Forest. 

December  18, 1981. 

im  Doc.  81-3681 sViled  12-23-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLINQ  CODE  3410-11-M 


Packers  and  Stockyards 
Administration 

Beck  &  McCord  Auction  Co.,  Sikeston, 
Missouri,  et  al.;  Deposting  of 
Stockyards 

It  has  been  ascertained,  and  notice  is 
hereby  given,  that  the  livestock  markets 
named  herein,  originally  posted  on  the 
respective  dates  specified  below  as 
being  subject  to  the  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  181  et  seq.),  no  longer  come 
within  the  definition  of  a  stockyard 
under  said  Act  and  are,  therefore,  no 


longer  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 


Act. 

Facility  No.,  name,  and  location  of 
stockyard 

Date  of  posting 

MO-200  Beck  &  McCord  Auction 
Co..  Sikeston.  Missouri. 

August  27. 1970. 

MO-244  Missouri  Feeder  Pig  Auc¬ 
tions.  Inc.,  Middletown,  Missouri. 

March  22.  1978. 

Notice  or  other  public  procedure  has 
not  proceded  promulgation  of  the 
foregoing  rule.  There  is  no  legal 
justification  for  not  promptly  deposting 
a  stockyard  which  is  no  longer  within 
the  definition  of  that  term  contained  in 
the  Act. 

The  foregoing  is  in  the  nature  of  a 
change  relieving  a  restriction  and  may 
be  made  effective  in  less  than  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
This  notice  shall  be  come  effective 
December  24, 1981. 

(42  Stat.  159,  as  amended  and  supplemented; 
(7  U.S.C.  181  et  seq.)) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2l8t  day  of 
December,  1981. 

Jack  W.  Brinckmeyer, 

Chief,  Financial  Protection  Branch,  Livestock 
Marketing  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36802  Filed  12-23-81;  B:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-02-M 


Sun  Valley  Livestock  Auction 
Holbrook,  Arizona,  et  ai.;  Proposed 
Posting  of  Stockyards 

The  Chief,  Financial  Protection  * 
Branch,  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Administration,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  has 
information  that  the  livestock  markets 
named  below  are  stockyards  as  defined 
in  section  302  of  the  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  202),  and  should  be  made  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

AZ-112 — Sun  Valley  Livestock  Auction, 
Holbrook,  Arizona 
MC)-254 — Laclede  County  Livestock 
Producers  Association,  Lebanon,  Missouri 
NC-152 — Eastern  Carolina  Livestock  Arena, 
Rocky  Mount,  North  Carolina 
VA-155 — Abingdon  Livestock  Market, 
Abingdon,  Virginia 

TN-180 — ^M.  L.  Hickerson’s  Livestock  Market, 
Manchester,  Tennessee 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  therefore,  that 
the  said  Chief,  pursuant  to  authority 
delegated  under  the  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  181  et  seq.),  proposes  to  designate 


the  stockyards  named  above  as  posted 
stockyards  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  as  provided  in  section  302 
thereof. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  arguments 
concerning  the  proposed  designation, 
may  do  so  by  filing  them  with  the  Chief, 
Financial  Protection  Branch,  Packers 
and  Stockyards  Administration,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  by  January  8, 
1982. 

All  written  submissions  made 
pursuant  to  this  notice  shall  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
office  of  the  Chief  of  the  Financial 
Protection  Branch  diuing  normal 
business  hours. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th  day  of 
December,  1981. 

Jack  W.  Brinckmeyer, 

Chief,  Financial  Protection  Branch,  Lif'estock 
Marketing  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36801  Filed  12-23-61;  8;45  am] 

BILLItlQ  CODE  341l>-02-M 


WK-259  Stockyards,  Inc.,  Leitchfield, 
Kentucky,  et  al.;  Posted  Stockyards 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
under  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act, 
1921,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  181  et  seq.), 
it  was  ascertained  that  the  livestock 
markets  named  below  were  stockyards 
within  the  definition  of  that  term 
contained  in  section  302  of  the  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  202),  and  notice  was 
given  to  the  owners  and  to  the  public  by 
posting  notices  at  the  stockyards  as 
required  by  said  section  302,  on  the 
respective  dates  specified  below. 


Facility  No.,  name,  and  location  of 
stockyard 

Date  of  posting 

KV-168  WK-259  Stockyards,  Inc.. 

Leitchfield  Kentucky. 

OK-201  Cattlemans  Livestock  Auc¬ 
tion,  Sallisaw,  Oklahoma. 

TN-177  Anderson  County  Livestock 
Producers,  Iik.,  Clinton.  Tennes- 

December  2, 1981. 

October  10,  1981. 

October  30. 1981. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2l8t  day  of 
December  1981. 

Jack  W.  Brinckmeyer, 

Chief  Financial  Protection  Branch,  Livestock 
Marketing  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36800  Filed  12-23-61:  8:45  am] 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 

Intent  To  Establish  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Future  of 
Cooperative  Extension 

December  21, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  intends  to 
establish  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Futiue  of  Cooperative  Extension. 

The  purpose  of  the  Committee  is  to 
provide  recommendations  from 
members  of  the  land-grant  university 
system  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
on  the  mission,  scope  and  direction  of 
Cooperative  Extension.  The  Committee 
will  present  Extension’s  future  role  and 
priorities,  long-range  goals  and 
suggested  systematic  measurement  of 
progress  toward  their  attainment. 

Ihe  establishment  of  the  Committee  is 
in  the  public  interest  in  cormection  with 
the  duties  of  the  Department. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
establishment  of  the  Committee  may  be 
submitted  to  Mary  Nell  Greenwood, 
Extension  Administrator,  Room  340 
Administration  Building  until  January  8, 
1982. 

John  E.  Schrote, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
A  dministration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36781  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3410-01-M 


Meat  Import  Limitations;  First 
Quarterly  Estimate 

Public  Law  88-482,  approved  August 
22, 1964,  as  amended  by  the  Meat  Import 
Act  of  1979,  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  "Act”)  provides  for  limiting  the 
quantity  of  fresh,  chilled,  or  firozen  meat 
of  cattle,  sheep  except  lamb,  and  goats 
(TSUS  106.10, 106.22,  and  106.25),  and 
certain  prepared  or  preserved  beef  and 
veal  products  (TSUS  107.55, 107.61,  and 
107.62),  which  may  be  imported  into  the 
United  States  in  any  calendar  year.  Such 
limitations  are  to  be  imposed  when  it  is 
estimated  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  that  imports  of  articles 
provided  for  in  TSUS  106.10, 106.22, 
106.25, 107.55  and  107.62  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  “meat  artides”),  in  the 
absence  of  limitations  under  the  Act 
during  such  calendar  year,  would  equal 
or  exceed  110  percent  of  the  estimated 
aggregate  quantity  of  meat  artides 
prescribed  for  calendcu  year  1982  by 
subsection  2(c)  as  adjusted  imder 
subsection  2(d)  of  the  Act. 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Act,  I  have  made  the  following 
estimate9: 

1.  The  estimated  aggregate  quantity  of 
meat  articles  prescribed  by  subsection 
2(c)  as  adjusted  by  subsection  2(d)  of 


the  Act  for  calendar  year  1982  is  1,182 
million  pounds. 

2.  The  first  quarterly  estimate  of  the 
aggregate  quantity  of  meat  articles 
which  would,  in  the  absence  of 
limitations  under  the  Act,  be  imported 
during  calendar  year  1982  is  1,210 
million  pounds. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  21st  day  of 
December  1981. 

John  R.  Block, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36584  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 
[Docket  No.  23-81] 

Application  for  Subzone  at  the  Nissan 
Truck  Manufacturing  Plant  in  Smyrna, 
Tenn. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  (the  Board) 
by  the  Metropolitan-Nashville  Davidson 
County  Port  Authority  (the  Port 
Authority)  requesting  authority  for  a 
special-purpose  subzone  at  the  truck 
and  parts  manufacturing  and  assembly 
facility  of  Nissan  Motor  Manufacturing 
Corporation  U.S.A.  in  Smyrna, 
Tennessee,  adjacent  to  the  Nashville 
Customs  port  of  entry.  The  application 
was  submitted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Act,  as  amended  (19  CFR  Part  400).  It 
was  formally  filed  on  December  18, 

1981.  The  applicant  is  authorized  to 
make  this  proposal  under  Section  7-5- 
107(6),  Tennessee  Code  Annotated.  The 
Port  Authority  has  an  application  for  a 
general-purpose  foreign-trade  zone  in 
Nashville,  filed  November  6, 1981, 
currently  pending  before  the  Board 
(Docket  20-81, 46  FR  56226, 11-16-81). 

The  Nissan  plant,  now  under 
construction,  vinll  cover  825  acres  on 
U.S.  Route  41-70S  in  Smyrna,  some  20 
miles  southeast  of  the  Nashville 
Metropolitan  Airport.  Operations  will 
include  stamping,  welding,  painting  and 
assembly.  The  plant’s  imcoming 
shipments  will  include:  engines, 
transmissions,  drive  trains,  steering  and 
electrical  systems,  instrumentation, 
suspensions,  wheels,  tires,  chassis,  body 
parts,  and  metal  products.  Trucks,  with 
production  estimated  at  156,000 
annually,  and  parts  will  be  produced  for 
domestic  and  overseas  markets.  At  the 
outset,  the  foreign  content  is  expected  to 
be  60  percent  of  total  material  value, 
dropping  to  40  percent  as  additional 
domestic  sources  are  established. 


Zone  procedures  will  allow  Nissan  to 
avoid  duty  and  drawback  procedures  on 
its  exports.  On  its  domestic  sales,  the 
company  will  be  able  to  avoid  duty  on 
scrap  and  rejects  and  to  defer  duty  on 
finished  products  until  entry  into 
Customs  territory.  Because  the  duty  on 
trucks  (25%  A.V.)  is  higher  that  that  on 
components  (average  5%  A.V.)  Nissan 
plans  to  elect  privileged  status,  making 
its  Customs  entries  on  the  foreign 
components.  Subzone  status  is 
considered  an  important  factor  in 
Nissan’s  shifting  production  fitim 
overseas  to  the  Tennessee  facility, 
which  will  employ  2,200  persons. 

In  accordance  with  the  Board’s 
regulations,  an  Examiners  Committee 
has  been  appointed  to  investigate  the 
application  and  report  to  the  Board.  The 
committee  consists  of  Dennis  Puccinelli 
(Chairman),  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Staff, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230;  Max  G.  Willis, 
District  Director,  U.S.  Customs  Service, 
Region  V,  423  Canal  Street,  Room  244, 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70130^and 
Colonel  Lee  W.  Tucker.  District 
Engineer,  U.S.  Army  Engineer  District, 
Nashville.  P.O.  Box  1070,  Nashville, 
Tennessee  37202. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
subzone  are  invited  in  writing  firom 
interested  persons  and  organizations. 
Submissions  shall  include  12  copies. 
'They  should  be  addressed  to  the  Board’s 
Executive  Secretary  at  the  address 
below  and  postmarked  on  or  before 
January  29, 1982. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  each  of  the 
following  locations: 

U.S.  Dept,  of  Commerce  Satellite  Office, 
Room  1024,  Andrew  Jackson  Building, 
Nashville,  Tennessee  37219. 

Office  of  the  Executive  Secretm^, 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  14th  and  E 
Streets,  NW.,  Room  3721,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

John  ).  Da  Ponte,  Jr., 

Executive  Secretary,  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-38685  Filed  12-23-81:  a45  ami 
BILLING  cook  3S10-2$-M 


International  Trade  Administration 

Certain  Castor  Oil  Products  From 
Brazil;  Rnal  Results  of  Administrative 
Review  of  Countervailing  Duty  Order 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 
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action:  Notice  of  Final  Results  of 
Administrative  Review  of 
Countervailing  Duty  Order, 

summary:  On  ]uly  20, 1981,  the 
Department  of  Commerce  published  in 
Federal  Register  a  notice  of  the 
preliminary  results  of  its  administrative 
review  of  the  countervailing  diity  order 
on  certain  castor  oil  products  from 
Brazil.  The  review  is  based  upon 
information  for  the  period  January,  1, 
1979  through  December  31, 1979.  The 
notice  stated  that  the  Department  had 
preliminarily  determined  the  amount  of 
the  net  subsidy  to  be  2.71  percent  ad 
valorem.  Interested  parties  were  invited 
'  to  comment  on  these  preliminary  results. 
Upon  review  and  analysis  of  all 
comments  received,  the  Department 
determines  that  countervailing  duties  in 
the  amoimt  of  1.72  percent  ad  valorem 
shall  be  assessed  on  all  entries  of  this 
merchandise  exported  from  December  7. 
1979  through  December  31, 1979.  The 
/  Department  further  determines  that  a 
cash  deposit  of  estimated  countervailing 
duties  of  2.53  percent  ad  valorem  shall 
be  required  on  all  shipments  entered,  or 
withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  on  or  after  the  date  of 
publication  of  these  final  results. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  24, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Paul  J.  McGarr,  Office  of  Compliance, 
Room  2802,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
(202-377-1167). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Procedural  Background 

On  July  20, 1981,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (“the  Department”) 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (46  FR 
37299)  a  notice  of  “Preliminary  Results 
of  Administrative  Review  of 
Countervailing  Duty  Order”  on  certain 
castor  oil  products  from  Brazil  (T.D.  76- 
80, 41  FR  11018).  The  Department  has 
now  completed  that  administrative 
review. 


exports  and  income  tax  exemptions  for 
export  earnings. 

Analysis  of  Comments  Received 

Interested  parties  were  invited  to 
comment  on  our  preliminary  results.  The 
Department  received  comments  only 
from  the  Brazilian  government  and  one 
importer. 

The  Brazilian  government  submitted 
several  comments  pertaining  to  the 
Department's  methodology  for 
calculating  the  value  of  the  net  subsidy. 

1.  Comment:  The  Brazilian 
government  argues  that  benefits  derived 
from  its  program  for  income  tax 
exemption  on  export  earnings  should  be 
allocated  over  total  revenues  rather  than 
export  revenues.  Under  this  program, 
exporters  reveived  an  exemption  from 
Brazilian  income  tax  at  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year  based  on  the  ratio  of  export 
to  total  sales,  provided,  of  coiu'se,  that 
the  firm  has  made  an  overall  profit  on 
total  production.  The  Brazilian 
government  argues  that,  because  the 
determining  factor  in  a  firm’s  eligibility 
for  this  benefit  is  its  overall  profitability 
for  a  given  year,  the  benefit  accrues  to 
the  operations  of  the  whole  firm  and  not 
just  to  exports.  Further,  an  exemption 
calculated  on  this  basis  cannot  directly 
affect  the  price  of  the  exported  product; 
it  can  only  have  a  general  effect  on  all 
prices,  both  domestic  and  export.  Thus, 
by  allocating  the  benefits  only  to  export 
revenues,  the  Department  overstates  the 
value  of  the  subsidy,  and  allocating  the 
tax  savings  over  total  revenues  would 
more  accurately  reflect  the  true  value  of 
the  benefit  conferred. 

Determination:  When  a  firm  must 
export  to  be  eligible  for  benefits  under  a 
subsidy  program  and  when  the  amount 
of  the  benefit  received  is  tied  directly  or 
indirectly  to  the  firm’s  level  of  exports, 
that  program  is  an  export  subsidy.  The 
fact  that  the  firm  as  a  whole  must  be 
profitable  in  order  to  benefit  from  this 
program  does  not  detract  from  the 
program’s  basic  function  as  an  export 
subsidy.  The  possiblity  that  a  firm  may 
not  be  profitable  in  a  particular  year 
and,  due  to  this  uncertainty,  could  not 
specifically  apply  benefits  fi*om  this 
program  to  its  export  prices  is  not 
relevant  to  our  determination.  Therefore, 
the  Department  will  continue  to  allocate 
the  benefits  under  this  program  over  the 
firm’s  export  revenues  instead  of  total 
revenues. 

2.  Comment:  Under  the  income  tax 
exemption  program,  the  benefit  from  the 
tax  savings  earned  during  a  particular 
tax  year  is  not  calculable  by  the  firm 
until  its  books  are  closed,  sometime 
during  the  following  year,  when  the  firm 
can  determine  with  finality  its  income 
for  tax  year.  Therefore,  the  numerator  in 


the  calculation  of  this  benefit  contained 
in  the  preliminary  results,  which 
ascribes  the  full  value  of  the  tax  savings 
to  the  year  in  which  it  is  earned,  is 
incorrect.  The  Department  should 
recognize  this  delay  and  choose  as  the 
appropriate  numerator  either  the  tax 
savings  adjusted  to  reflect  the  loss  in  the 
value  of  the  subsidy  resulting  from  its 
deferred  receipt,  or  alternatively,  use  the 
tax  savings  received  during  the  review 
period  (i.e.,  that  earned  during  the 
previous  year  and  calculated  during  the 
review  period,  when  the  company 
closed  its  books). 

Determination:  The  Department 
agrees  that  we  should  use  the  tax 
savings  received  during  the  period  under 
review.  It  is  our  general  policy  to 
allocate  benefits  over  the  period  in 
which  they  are  received.  In  the  past,  it 
has  been  our  practice  to  consider 
benefits  from  any  income  tax-related 
subsidy  program  as  received  in  the  same 
year  in  which  they  were  earned.  In  other 
words,  tax  benefits  calculated  on  the 
basis  of  company  performance  in  a 
given  fiscal  year  were  allocated  over  the 
same  period.  However,  in  light  of  the 
comments  submitted  by  the  Brazilian 
government,  we  now  recognize  that  the 
period  over  which  the  benefits  are 
earned  is  not  necessarily  coincident 
v\rith  the  period  in  which  the  benefit  is 
received  and  used  by  the  firm. 

Therefore,  in  such  situations  of 
uncertain  benefits,  tax  savings  earned 
as  a  result  of  company  performance  in  a 
given  fiscal  year  will  now  be  allocated 
over  the  fiscal  year  in  which  they  are 
received. 

Although  this  is  entirely  consistent 
with  our  policies  and  principles,  it 
represents  a  change  in  our  method  of 
allocation  of  many  income  tax-related 
subsidies  to  one  year  or  another.  In 
those  cases  where  an  order  is 
outstanding,  this  change  in  methodology 
will  necessitate  a  transitional 
reallocation  of  benefits.  For  example,  in 
the  instant  case,  because  the  tax  savings 
received  during  this  period  of  review 
have  already  been  countervailed  as 
though  they  were  received  ift  the  prior 
period  of  review,  we  will  not  countervail 
the  same  benefits  again  for  entries 
during  the  current  period  of  review. 
Benefits  earned  as  a  result  of  company 
performance  during  the  current  period  of 
review  will  be  allocated  over  exports  for 
the  next  administrative  review. 
Therefore,  for  the  purpose  of  this  annual 
review,  the  estimated  duty  deposit  rate 
on  future  entries  will  include  estimated 
benefits  under  this  program  based  on 
the  new  method  of  calculation,  but  no 
countervailing  duties  will  be  actually 
assessed  for  ^is  program  for  the  period 


Scope  of  the  Review 

Imports  covered  by  the  review  are 
hydrogenated  castor  oil  and  12- 
hydroxystearic  acid  imported  directly  or 
indirectly  from  Brazil.  'These  import  are 
currently  classifiable  under  itelhs  178.20 
and  490.26,  respectively,  of  the  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States. 

There  are  three  known  exporters  of 
this  merchandise  to  the  United  States. 
The  review  is  based  on  information  from 
two  of  these  exporters  (representing  96% 
of  exports)  for  the  period  January  1, 1979 
through  December  31, 1979,  and  is 
limited  to  the  benefits  received  under 
programs  for  preferential  financing  for 
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for  which  benehts  have  already  been 
countervailed.  .  , 

With  the  adoption  of  the  above 
procedure  the  alternate  proposal,  of 
adjusting  the  tax  savings  to  reflect  the 
loss  in  value  of  the  subsidy  resulting 
from  its  deferred  receipt,  becomes  moot. 

3.  Comment:  The  Department 
overstates  the  benefit  conferred  by 
working-capital  loans  received  through 
the  preferential  financing  program  by 
assuming  that  the  entire  interest  savings 
from  these  short-term  loans  accrues 
during  the  review  period  in  which  the 
loans  are  granted,  even  if  the  loan 
occurs  late  in  the  period  and  can  only 
affect  those  entries  after  the  date  of  the 
loan.  In  allocating  loans  contracted  for 
during  the  current  period  of  review,  the 
Department  should  prorate  the  benefit 
throughout  the  duration  of  a  loan,  to  the 
extent  that  such  loans  extend  into  a 
subsequent  period  of  review.  Loans  from 
an  earlier  period  which  extend  into  the 
time  covered  by  the  current  review 
should  be  allocated  on  the  same  basis. 
The  Department’s  current  method 
anticipates  the  actual  receipt  of  the 
benefit  and  does  not  fully  allow  for 
factors,  such  as  increased  or  decreased 
exports,  which  will  affect  the  ultimate 
ad  valorem  value  of  the  benefits. 

Determination:  Normally,  in  a 
program  such  as  this  where  access  to 
preferential  loans  is  based  upon  a  fixed 
percentage  of  the  previous  year’s 
exports,  there  woiild  be  little  difference 
between  the  method  the  Department 
employed  in  its  preliminary  notice  and 
that  proposed  by  the  Brazilian 
government.  However,  when  each  year 
there  is  substantial  growth  in  the  value 
of  exports  over  the  previous  year,  the 
administrative  convenience  of  allocating 
the  whole  loan  to  the  period  of  review  in 
which  it  was  granted  can  create  a 
distortion  and  overstate  the  ad  valorem 
value  of  the  benefit.  Consequently,  the 
Department  agrees  with  the  Brazilian 
government  and  is  adopting  the  method 
proposed. 

4.  Comment:  The  Department 
calculated  the  deposit  rate  of  estimated 
countervailing  duties  for  future  entries 
based  upon  the  maximum  level  of 
utilization  possible  under  the 
preferential  financing  program  rather 
than  on  the  actual  level  of  utilization 
during  the  period  of  review.  By  doing  so, 
the  Department  makes  the  unrealistic 
assumptions  that  ail  lo€ms  made  under 
this  program  have  a  duration  of  one  full 
year  and  that  there  will  be  no  growth  in 
the  value  of  exports  over  the  previous 
year.  This  procedure  fails  to  recognize 
that  the  causes  for  underutilization  of 
the  program  during  the  period  of  review 
are  inherent  in  the  way  the  program 
operates  and  that  the  actual  level  of 


utilization  during  the  review  period  is  a 
reasonably  accurate  projection  of  future 
utilization. 

Determination:  The  Department  chose 
the  method  used  in  the  preliminary 
results  believing  that  the 
underutilization  during  the  period  of 
review  was  an  anomaly.  Thus,  we 
departed  fi'om  the  normal  procedure  of 
calculating  estimated  duties  by 
projecting  forward  results  fiom  the 
review  period,  because  we  believed  that 
such  rates  would  mislead  importers  and 
lead  to  unexpected  future  liability.  We 
believed  that  the  maximum  level  of 
utilization  possible  under  this  program 
would  more  accurately  reflect  the 
results  of  future  reviews. 

Upon  re-examination  of  information 
firom  the  original  investigations  in  this 
and  other  Brazilian  countervailing  duty 
cases  and  using  corrected  information 
for  one  of  the  other  pending  annual 
reviews  ef  these  cases,  we  have 
discovered  that  the  apparent 
underutilization  of  this  program  is  not 
unusual.  Consequently,  we  have 
determined  to  use  the  usual  method  of 
projecting  results  from  the  review  period 
when  calculating  the  estimated 
countervailing  duty  deposit  rate. 

5.  Comment:  The  Department 
calculated  the  coimtry-wide  weighted- 
average  net  subsidy  based  upon  each 
firm’s  share  of  the  total  exports  to  all 
coimtries.  This  is  inappropriate  since 
these  firms  do  not  export  to  the  United 
States  in  the  same  proportion  as  their 
total  exports. 

Determination:  The  Department 
agrees  and  has  adjusted  its  calculations 
accordingly. 

6.  We  received  a  comment  from  an 
importer  with  respect,  to  the 
Department’s  preliminary  determination 
to  assess  countervailing  duties  at  a  rate 
significantly  higher  than  the  deposit  rate 
in  effect  during  the  period  of  review. 
Specifically,  since  countervailing  duties 
are  designed  to  protect  American 
industry,  there  is  no  need  to  raise  the 
countervailing  duty  rate.  The  cost 
structure  of  American  producers  permits 
them  to  sell  at  a  price  that  includes  a 
comfortable  profit  even  when  meeting 
the  prevailing  import  price  for 
hydrogenated  castor  oil. 

Determination:  In  conducting  its 
section  751  review,  the  Depcirtment 
follows  its  legal  obligation  to  determine 
the  value  of  the  net  subsidy  during  the 
period  of  review.  We  are  not  bound  by 
the  deposit  rate  of  estimated  duties  that 
prevailed  during  the  period  reviewed. 
'The  International  Trade  Commission 
(“the  ITC”)  determines  whether  there  is 
material  injury  or  likelihood  of  material 
injury  to  a  domestic  industry.  We  note 
that  the  Department  receiv^ 


notification  fiom  the  ITC  on  July  22, 1981 
that  the  Government  of  Brazil  had 
requested  an  injury  determination  with 
respect  to  this  mei^andise  under 
section  104(b)  of  the  Trade  Agreements 
Act  of  1979. 

Final  Results  of  the  Review 

As  a  result  of  our  analysis  of  the 
comments  received,  we  determine  that 
during  the  period  of  review  the  net 
subsidy  under  the  income  tax  exemption 
program  was  0.17  percent  ad  valorem 
and  under  the  preferential  financing 
program  1.72  percent  ad  valorem. 
However,  in  light  of  our  determination 
in  comment  2,  the  net  subsidy  conferred 
by  the  Government  of  Brazil  on  the 
export  of  certain  castor  oil  products  for 
purposes  of  this  annual  review  is  1.72 
percent  ad  valorem.  With  respect  to  the 
estimated  duty  deposit  rate,  by  also 
taking  into  account  the  legal  changes  in 
the  preferential  financing  program 
discussed  in  our  notice  of  preliminary 
results  of  review,  we  have  determined 
the  appropriate  rate  for  deposit  of 
estimated  duties  to  be  2.53  percent  ad 
valorem  on  future  entries. 

The  U.S.  Customs  Service  shall  assess 
countervailing  duties  of  1.72  percent  of 
the  f.o.b.  invoice  price  on  all 
unliquidated  entries  of  certain  castor  oil 
products  exported  from  Brazil  during  the 
period  December  7, 1979  through 
December  31, 1979.  All  unliquidated 
entries  exported  from  Brazil  before 
December  7, 1979  shall  be  liquidated 
according  to  instructions  in  earlier 
Federal  Register  notices  dated  March  16, 
1976  (41  FR 11018),  July  3, 1979  (44  FR 
38839),  September  28, 1979  (44  FR  55825) 
and  February  26, 1980  (45  FR  12413). 

Further,  as  provided  by  section 
751(a)(1)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (“the 
Tariff  Act”),  the  Customs  Service  shall 
collect  a  cash  deposit  of  estimated 
countervailing  duties  of  2.53  percent  of 
the  f.o.b.  invoice  price  on  all  shipments 
entered,  or  withdrawn  firom  warehouse, 
for  consiimption  on  or  after  the  date  of 
publication  of  these  final  results. 

This  deposit  requirement  will  remain 
in  effect  until  publication  of  the  final 
results  of  the  next  administrative 
review.  The  Department  intends  to 
conduct  the  next  review  by  the  end  of 
March,  1982.  The  amount  of 
countervailing  duties  to  be  imposed  on 
entries  made  during  1980  will  be 
determined  in  the  next  administrative 
review.  Consequently,  the  suspension  of 
liquidation  previously  ordered  will 
continue  for  all  shipments  exported  from 
Brazil  on  or  after  January  1, 1980. 

This  administrative  review  and  notice 
are  in  accordance  with  section  751(a)(1) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1675(a)(1)) 
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and  §  355.41  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  355.41). 

Gary  N.  Horlick, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
A  dministration. 

December  21, 1981. 

IFR  Doc.  81-38829  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  ani| 
BILUNG  CODE  3510-2S-M 


Washington  State  University,  et  al.; 
Consolidated  Decision  on  Applications 
for  Duty-Free  Entry  of  Electron 
Microscopes 

The  following  is  a  consolidated 
decision  on  applications  for  duty-free 
entry  of  electron  microscopes  pursuant 
to  Section  6(c]  of  the  Educational, 
Scientific  and  Cultural  Materials 
Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651, 

80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regulations  issued 
thereunder  as  amended  (15  CFR  Part 
301),  (See  especially  §  301.11(e).) 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
each  of  the  applications  in  this 
consolidated  decision  is  available  for 
public  review  between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00 
p.m.  in  Room  2119  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  81-00303.  Applicant: 
Washington  State  University,  103 
Science  Hall,  Pullman,  WA  99164. 

Article:  Electron  Microscope,  Model  H- 
300  with  Accessories.  Manufacturer. 
Hitachi  Scientific  Instruments,  Ltd., 
Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  See 
Notice  on  page  42093  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  August  19, 1981.  Article 
ordered:  March  27, 1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00304.  Applicant: 
Washington  State  University,  103 
Science  Hall,  Pullman,  WA  99164. 

Article:  Electron  Microscope,  Model  H- 
600-2  with  Accessories.  Manufacturer 
Hitachi  ScientiHc  Instruments.  Ltd., 
Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  See 
Notice  on  page  42093  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  August  19, 1981.  Article 
ordered:  March  27, 1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00315.  Applicant: 
Carnegie  Institution  of  Washington,  1530 
P  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 
Article:  Electron  Microscope,  Model  JEM 
lOOS  with  Accessories.  Manufacturer: 
JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article: 
See  Notice  on  page  42895  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  August  25, 1981.  Article 
ordered:  March  30, 1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00319.  Applicant:  St. 
John  Medical  Center,  1923  S.  Utica 
Avenue,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma  74104.  Article: 
Electron  Microscope,  Model  EM  109 
with  Accessories.  Manufacturer:  Carl 
Zeiss,  West  Germany.  Intended  use  of 
article:  See  Notice  on  page  43729  in  the 


Federal  Register  of  August  31, 1981. 
Article  ordered:  June  23, 1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00323.  Applicant: 
Medical  University  of  South  Carolina, 
171  Ashley  Avenue,  Charleston,  South 
Carolina  29425.  Article:  Electron 
Microscope,  Model  JEM  lOOS  with  Sheet 
Film  Camera  and  100  Film  Cassettes. 
Manufacturer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan. 

Intended  use  of  article:  See  Notice  on 
page  43729  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
August  31, 1981.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  July  17, 1981. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  any  of  the 
foregoing  applications.  Decision: 
Applications  approved.  No  instrument 
or  apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific 
value  to  the  foreign  articles,  for  such 
purposes  as  these  articles  are  intended 
to  be  used,  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  articles 
were  ordered.  Reasons:  Each  foreign 
article  to  which  the  foregoing 
applications  relate  is  a  conventional 
transmission  electron  microscope 
(CTEM).  The  description  of  the  intended 
research  and/or  educational  use  of  each 
article  establishes  the  fact  that  a 
comparable  CTEM  is  pertinent  to  the 
purposes  for  which  each  is  intended  to 
be  used.  We  know  of  no  CTEM  which 
was  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States  ei&er  at  the  time  of  order  of  each 
article  described  above  or  at  the  time  of 
receipt  of  application  by  the  U.S. 
Customs  Service. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  any  of  the 
foreign  articles  to  which  the  foregoing 
applications  relate,  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used, 
which  was  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States  either  at  the  time  of  order 
or  at  the  time  of  receipt  of  application 
by  the  U.S.  Customs  Service. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36830  Filed  12-23-81;  8:46  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  3510-25-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Amending  the  Import  Restraint  Level 
for  Certain  Wool  Textile  Products 
From  the  Republic  of  Singapore 

December  21, 1981. 
agency:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 


action:  Increasing  from  20,000  dozen  to 
26,000  dozen  the  level  of  restraint 
established  for  wool  sweaters  in 
Category  445/446,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Singapore  and 
exported  during  the  twelve-month 
period  which  began  on  January  1, 1981. 
(A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A. 
numbers  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  28, 1980  (45  FR 
*  13172),  as  amended  on  April  23, 1980  (45 
FR  27463),  August  12, 1980  (45  FR  53506), 
December  24, 1980  (45  FR  85142),  May  5, 
1981  (46  FR  25121),  October  5, 1981  (46 
FR  48963)  and  October  27, 1981  (46  FR 
52409)) 

summary:  The  Governments  of  the 
United  States  and  Singapore  have 
consulted  and  agreed  to  amend  the 
Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  September 
21  and  22, 1978,  as  amended,  to  increase 
the  designated  consultation  level  for 
wool  textile  products  in  Category  445/ 
446  during  the  agreement  year  which 
began  on  January  1, 1981  to  26,000 
dozen.  Agreement  was  also  reached  on 
levels  for  the  category  for  the  three 
succeeding  years. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  24, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ronald  Sorini,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Conunerce, 
Washington.  D.C.  20230  (202/377-5423). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  19, 1980,  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR  83649)  a 
letter  dated  December  16, 1980  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
to  the.  Commissioner  of  Customs,  which 
established  ceilings  for  certain  specified 
categories  of  cotton,  wool  and  man¬ 
made  fiber  textile  products,  including 
Category  445/446,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Singapore,  which  may 
be  entered  into  the  United  States  for 
consumption,  or  withdrawn  fi'om 
warehouse  for  consumption,  during  the 
twelve-month  period  which  began  on 
January  1, 1981  and  extends  through 
December  31, 1981.  In  the  letter 
published  below  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  directs  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  to  increase 
the  twelve-month  level  of  restraint 
previously  established  for  wool  textile 
products  in  Category  445/446  to  26,000 
dozen. 

Arthur  Caret, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
December  21, 1981. 
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Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washington, 

DC. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner  This  directive 
further  amends,  but  does  not  cancel,  the 
directive  of  December  16, 1980  from  the 
Chairman,  Committee  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements,  concerning  imports  into 
the  United  States  of  certain  cotton,  wool  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Singapore. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  International  Trade  in  Textiles 
done  at  Geneva  on  December  20, 1973,  as 
extended  on  December  15, 1977;  pursuant  to 
the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  September  21  and 
22, 1978,  as  amended,  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  Singapore;  and  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order  11651 
of  March  3, 1972,  as  amended  by  Executive 
Order  11951  of  January  6, 1977,  you  are 
directed  to  prohibit,  effective  on  December 
24, 1981,  and  for  the  twelve-month  period 
beginning  on  January  1, 1981  and  extending 
through  December  31, 1981,  entry  into  the 
United  States  for  consumption  and 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  consumption 
of  wool  textile  products  in  Category  445/446, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  Singapore,  in 
excess  of  26,000  dozen.* 

The  action  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  the  Republic  of  Singapore  and 
with  respect  to  imports  of  wool  textile 
products  from  Singapore  has  been 
determined  by  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to 
involve  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the  United 
States.  Therefore,  these  directions  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  which  are 
necessary  for  the  implementation  of  such 
actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553.  This  letter  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Arthur  Garel, 

Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36641  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-25-11 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board; 
Meeting 

December  16, 1981. 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board 
Strategic  Cross-Matrix  Panel  will  meet 
at  the  Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C.  on 
February  1  and  2, 1982.  The  purpose  of 
the  meeting  will  be  to  review  the  air 
defense  threat  of  a  precursor  attack.  The 
meeting  will  convene  at  8:30  a.m.  and 


■  The  level  of  restraint  has  not  been  adjusted  to 
refiect  any  imports  after  December  31, 19W. 


adjourn  at  5:00  p.m.  each  day. 

The  meeting  concerns  matters  listed 
in  Section  552b(c)  of  Title  5,  United 
States  Code,  specifically  subparagraph 
(1)  thereof,  and  accordingly,  will  be 
closed  to  the  public. 

For  further  information,  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
(202) 697-8845. 

Winnibel  F.  Holmes, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

P'S  Doc.  81-36812  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  391(M)1-M 


Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the 
Army 

Intent  To  Prepare  a  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS)  for  a  Proposed  Multipurpose 
Dam  on  Palo  Duro  Creek,  Hansford 
County,  Texas. 

agency:  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 

DOD,  Tulsa  District. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  a 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS). _ 

summary:  1.  The  proposed  action  is  to 
constuct  a  multipurpose  reservoir  on 
Palo  Duro  Creek  to  satisfy  the  water 
resource  needs  in  the  area. 

2.  Reasonable  Alternatives:  The 
alternatives  evaluated  include  no  action 
and  four  multipurpose  dam  alternatives 
(Plans  9, 10, 13,  and  14)  at  river  mile  34.7 
on  Palo  Duro  Creek.  Plans  9  and  10 
include  a  2,122-acre  lake  at  conservation 
pool  elevation  2887.2  feet  National 
Geodetic  Vertical  Datum  (NGVD).  Plan 
13  includes  a  7,152-acre  lake  at 
conservation  pool  elevation  2949.6  feet 
NGVD,  and  Plan  14  includes  a  13,110- 
acre  lake  at  conservation  pool  elevation 
2985.8  feet  NGVD. 

3.  Scoping  Process: 

a.  Public  Involvement.  A 
comprehensive  public  involvement 
program  was  developed  as  a  means  of 
disseminating  information  and  soliciting 
public  views.  A  variety  of  techniques 
including  formal  public  meetings, 
meetings  with  local  interests,  and 
meetings  with  local  news  media  were 
employed  to  involve  Federal,  State,  and 
local  agencies,  citizen  committees, 
organizations,  and  the  public  in  the 
planning  studies. 

b.  Significant  Issues  Requiring  In- 
Depth  Analysis.  None. 

c.  Assignments.  The  US  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  is  preparing  formal 
consultation  as  outlined  in  Section  7  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act,  and  a  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Coordination  Act  Report. 
The  US  Soil  Conservation  Service  will 
report  on  prime  and  unique  farmlands. 


d.  Environmental  Review  and 
Consultation  Requirements.  The  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
circulated  forreview  and  all  comments 
will  be  incorporated  into  the  final 
environmental  impact  statement. 

4.  A  scoping  meeting  will  not  be  held. 

5.  Estimated  date  when  the  DEIS  will 
be  available  to  the  public:  February 
1982. 

ADDRESS:  Mr.  Buell  O.  Atkins,  Chief, 
Environmental  Resources  Branch,  US 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Tulsa  District, 
PO  Box  61,  Tulsa,  OK  74121,  (918)  581- 
7857— FTS  736-7857. 

Dated:  December  17, 1981. 

James  |.  Harmon, 

Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers,  District 
Engineer. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36824  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLINO  CODE  3710-39-11 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

DOD  Advisory  Group  on  Electronic 
Devices;  Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

Working  Group  A  (Mainly  Microwave 
Devices)  of  the  DoD  Advisory  Group  on 
Electronic  Devices  (AGED)  will  meet  in 
closed  session  on  9  February  82  at  the 
Advisory  Group  on  Electron  Devices, 
1925  North  Lynn  St.  Arlington,  VA. 

22209. 

The  mission  of  the  Advisory  Group  is 
to  provide  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Defense  for  Research  and  Enginering, 
the  Director,  Defense  Advanced 
Research  Projects  Agency  and  the 
Military  Departments  with  technical 
advice  on  the  conduct  of  economical 
and  effective  research  and  development 
programs  in  the  area  of  electron  devices. 

The  Working  Group  A  meeting  will  be 
limited  to  review  of  research  and 
development  programs  which  the 
military  propose  to  initiate  with 
indust^,  universities  or  in  their 
laboratories.  This  microwave  device 
area  includes  programs  on 
developments  and  research  related  to 
microwave  tubes,  solid  state  microwave, 
electronic  warfare  devices,  millimeter 
wave  devices,  and  passive  devices.  The 
review  will  include  classified  program 
details  throughout. 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  App  1, 
section  10(d)(1976),  it  has  been 
determined  that  this  Advisory  Group 
meeting  concerns  matters  listed  in  5 
U.S.C.  52(b)(c)(l)  (1976),  and  that 
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accordingly,  this  meeting  will  be  closed 
to  the  public. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer, 
Department  of  Defense. 

December  18, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-38673  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNO  CODE  3810-01-H 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
[ERA  Docket  No.  81-CERT-027] 

Capco  Pipe  Company,  Inc.;  Application 
for  Recertification  of  the  Use  of 
Natural  Gas  To  Displace  Fuel  Oil 

On  December  28, 1980,  Capco  Pipe 
Company,  Inc.  (Capco),  formerly  Cement 
Asbestos  Products  Company,  1400 
Twentieth  Street,  South,  P.O.  Box  3435, 
Birmingham,  Alabama  35255,  was 
granted  a  recertification  of  an  eligible 
use  of  natural  gas  to  displace  fuel  oil  by 
the  Administrator  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  (ERA) 

(Docket  No.  80-CERT-041).  The 
recertihcation  involved  the  purchase  of 
natural  gas  from  Alabama  Gas 
Corporation  for  use  by  Capco  at  its 
production  facility  located  in  Ragland, 
Alabama.  The  gas  was  transported  by 
the  Southern  Natural  Gas  Company.  The 
ERA  certificate  expires  on  December  27, 
1981. 

On  December  7, 1981,  Capco  filed  an 
application  for  recertification  of  an 
eligible  use  of  natural  gas  to  displace 
fuel  oil  at  the  Ragland  facility  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  Part  595  (44  FR  47920,  August 
(16, 1979).  More  detailed  information  is 
contained  in  the  application  on  hie  with 
the  ERA  and  available  for  public 
inspection  pt  the  ERA,  Division  of 
Natural  Gas  Docket  Room,  Room  6013, 
2000  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 

In  its  application,  Capco  states  that 
the  volume  of  natural  gas  for  which  it 
requests  recertiHcation  is  up  to  575  Mcf 
per  day.  The  use  of  this  gas  is  estimated 
to  displace  the  use  of  up  to  4164  gallons 
(99  barrels)  of  No.  2  fuel  oil  (0.12  percent 
sulfur)  per  day  at  the  Ragland  facility. 

The  eligible  seller  of  the  natural  gas  is 
Alabama  Gas  Corporation,  1918  First 
Avenue,  Birmingham,  Alabama  35295. 
The  gas  will  be  transported  by  Southern 
Natural  Gas  Company,  P.O.  Box  2563, 
Birmingham,  Alabama  35202. 

.  In  order  to  provide  the  public  with  as 
much  opportunity  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding  as  is  practicable  under  the 
circumstances,  we  are  inviting  any 
person  wishing  to  comment  concerning 
this  application  to  submit  conunents  in 


writing  to  the  Economy  Regulatory 
Administration,  Room  6304,  RG-13,  2000 
M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
Attention:  Paula  A  Daigneault,  within 
ten  (10)  calendar  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

An  opportimity  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  of  data,  views,  and 
arguments  either  against  or  in  support  of 
this  application  may  be  requested  by 
any  interested  person  in  writing  within 
the  ten  (10)  day  comment  period.  The 
request  should  state  the  person’s 
interest,  and  if  appropriate,  why  the 
person  is  a  proper  representative  of  a 
group  or  class  of  persons  that  has  such 
an  interest.  The  request  should  include  a 
summary  of  the  proposed  oral 
presentation  and  a  statement  as  to  why 
an  oral  presentation  is  necessary.  If 
ERA  determines  that  an  oral 
presentation  is  necessary,  further  notice 
will  be  given  to  Capco  and  any  persons 
filing  conunents  and  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  December 
16, 1981. 

T.  Wendell  Butler, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration. 

[FR  Doa  81-36797  Filed  12-23-81;  &45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Office  of  Energy  Research 

DOE/NSF  Nuclear  Science  Advisory 
Committee  Subcommittee  on 
Electromagnetic  Interactions;  Open 
Meeting 

Piu'suant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770),  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  following  subcommittee 
meeting: 

Name:  DOE/NSF  Nuclear  Science  Advisory 
Committee,  Subcommittee  on 
Electromagnetic  Interactions 
Date  and  Time:  Thursday,  January  14, 1982 — 
9:00  a.m.-6:00  p.m.  Friday,  January  15, 
1982—6:00  a.m.-4:00  p.m. 

Place:  National  Science  Foundation,  1800  G 
Street,  NW.,  Room  1242,  Washington,  D.G 
Contact:  John  R.  Erskine,  Department  of 
Energy,  Division  of  Nuclear  Miysics,  ER-23 
GTN,  Washington,  D.G  20545,  Telephone: 
301-353-3613. 

Purpose  of  Parent  Committee 

To  provide  advice  to  the  Department 
of  Energy  and  the  National  Science 
Foundation  on  the  management  of  and 
long  range  planning  for  basic  nuclear 
research  programs. 

TentaHve  Agenda: 

•  Review  the  draft  of  the  committee’s 
report  - 


•  Discussion  of  recommendations 

•  Public  Comment  (10  minute  rule) 

Public  Participation 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  The 
Chairperson  of  the  Subcommittee  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
fashion  that  will,  in  his  judgment, 
facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of 
business.  Any  member  of  the  public  who 
wishes  to  file  a  written  statement  with 
the  subcommittee  will  be  permitted  to 
do  so,  either  before  or  after  the  meeting. 
Members  of  the  public  who  wish  to 
make  oral  statements  pertaining  to 
agenda  items  should  contact  the 
Advisory  Committee  Management 
Office  at  202-252-5187.  Requests  must 
be  received  at  least  5  days  prior  to  the 
meeting  and  reasonable  provision  will 
be  made  to  include  the  presentation  on 
the  agenda. 

Transcripts: 

Available  for  public  review  and 
copying  at  the  Public  Reading  Room, 
Room  1E190,  Forrestal  Building,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  between  8:00  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  holidays. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  December 
18, 1981. 

Howard  H.  Raiken, 

Deputy  Advisory  Committee  Management 
Officer. 

[FR  Doa  81-36806  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  GP81-49-000] 

U.S.G.S.  New  Mexico,  Section  108 
NGPA  Determination,  Arapahoe 
Drilling  Company,  Schalk  52-4  Well, 
U.S.G.S.  Docket  No.  NM  0115-79,  FERC 
No.  JD  79-1 1689;  Request  To 
Withdraw  Final  Well  Category 
Determination 

Issued:  December  17, 1981. 

On  February  9, 1981,  Arapahoe 
Drilling  Co.  (Arapahoe)  filed  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(Commission)  a  request  to  withdraw  its 
application  for  a  section  108  well 
category  determination  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  (NGPA), 
15  U.S.C.  3301-3432  (Supp.  11 1978)  for 
the  above-listed  well.  The  United  States 
Geological  Survey  in  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico  notified  the  Commission  that  the 
subject  well  qualiHed  as  a  stripper  well 
under  section  108  of  the  NGPA  on  July  5, 
1979,  and  that  determination  became 
final  on  August  20, 1979,  pursuant  to 
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§  275.202(a)  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations,  45  days  after  the 
Commission  received  notice. 

Subsequent  to  the  time  the 
determination  became  final.  Staff 
review  of  monthly  production  records 
(Operator’s  MonAly  Report  Form  C-115) 
filed  by  Arapahoe  with  the  New  Mexico 
Oil  Conservation  Division  in  Santa  Fe 
indicates  that  the  total  production  from 
the  subject  well  may  have  exceeded  60 
Mcf  per  production  day  during 
September,  October  and  November 
1978,  the  90-day  production  period  upon 
which  the  application  was  based.  In 
response  to  a  Staff  inquiry  dated 
January  12, 1981,  Arapahoe  stated  that 
the  original  filing  for  stripper  well  status 
for  the  subject  well  was  calculated  by 
using  net  Mcfs  sold  instead  of  total 
Mcfs  produced  (which  included  gas 
used  on  the  lease). 

With  respect  to  the  question  of 
refunds  arising  out  of  Arapahoe’s 
request  for  withdrawal  of  the  subject 
final  well  category  determination,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  question  of 
whether  refunds,  plus  interest  computed 
under  18  CFR  154.102(d),  will  be 
required  is  a  matter  subject  to  the 
review  and  final  decision  of  the 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  this  request  should,  on  or  before 
January  25, 1982,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  protest  or  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedures  (18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  but  will 
not  make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Aiiy  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  the  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36717  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  •717-01-11 


[Docket  No.  CP81-301-001) 

American  Natural  Rocky  Mountain  Co.; 
Amendment  to  Application 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  12, 
1981,*  American  Natural  Rocky 


'  This  amendment  was  initially  tendered  for  filing 
on  November  12, 1981;  however,  the  fee  required  by 
§  159.2(c]  of  the  Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  159.2(c)]  was  not  paid  until  December 
2, 1981;  thus,  filing  was  not  completed  until  the 
latter  date. 


Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit,  Michigan 
48226,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP81-301-001 
an  amendment  to  its  application  filed 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  natural 
Gas  Act  so  as  to  reflect  the  construction 
and  operation  of  pipeline  and 
compressor  facilities  and  gas 
transportation  service  for  Michigan 
Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Company  (Mich 
Wis),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
amendment  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

It  is  stated  that  Applicant  is  presently 
not  a  “natural-gas  company’’  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  but  is  a 
subsidiary  of  Mich  Wis  which  is  a 
“natural-gas  company”.  Applicant 
explains  that  upon  completion  of  the 
proposed  construction  and  operation 
and  the  commencement  of  the 
transportation  service  for  Mich  Wis 
Applicant  would  be  a  “natural-as 
company”  within  the  meetning  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act.  Applicant  further 
explains  that  the  proposed  pipeline 
facilities  would  be  constructed  and 
operated  subject  to  Applicant’s  direction 
and  control  by  Mich  Wis. 

Applicant  submits  that  it  filed  an 
application  in  the  instant  docket  on 
April  24, 1981,  seeking  authorization  to 
construct  and  operate,  inter  alia, 
approximately  375  miles  of  24-inch  O.D. 
pipeline  (the  Pathfinder  Project) 
coimecting  the  transmission  system  of 
Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company  (GIG) 
in  Weld  County,  Colorado,  and  Mich 
Wis’  southwest  transmission  system  in 
Kiowa  County,  Kansas.  Applicant 
explains  that  I^ch  Wis  is  engaged  in  an 
extensive  gas  exploration,  acquisition 
and  development  program  within  the 
Rocky  Moimtain  areas  of  Colorado, 
Wyoming,  Utah,  and  Montana. 

Applicant  further  explains  that  Mich 
Wis  currently  uses  exchcinge- 
displacement  service  with  GIG  to 
effectuate  receipt  of  Mich  Wis’  gas 
supplies.  It  is  stated  that  the 
continuance  of  the  exchange- 
displacement  service  between  Mich  Wis 
and  GIG  is  dependent  upon  a  major 
expansion  of  CIG’s  system.  Applicant 
submits  that  the  purpose  of  its 
application  was  therefore  to  minimize  or 
eliminate  the  need  on  CIG’s  part  to 
expand  its  system  east  of  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming,  incident  to  rendering 
transportation  services  for  Mich  Wis. 

Mich  Wis,  it  is  asserted,  has  indicated 
that  based  on  Applicant’s  application 
GIG  would  still  be  required  to  transport 
Mich  Wis’  gas  west  of  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming.  To  permit  GIG  to  use  the 
capacity  of  its  system  for  its  existing 
customers  Applicant  therefore  proposes 
to  amend  its  application  by  includhig 
the  additional  pipeline  and  compressor 


facilities  necessary  to  extend  the 
Pathfinder  Project  finm  its  present 
terminus  in  Weld  County,  Colorado,  to 
the  supply  and  gathering  system 
presenfly  owned  and  operated  by  Mich 
Wis  in  Fremont  County,  Wyoming.  It  is 
explained  that  the  proposal  would 
permit  Mich  Wis’  Rocky  Mountain  gas 
supplies  to  be  delivered  directly  to  its 
own  system  in  an  efficient,  economic 
and  environmentally  desirable  fashion. 
Furthermore,  Applicant  maintains  that 
the  need  on  CIG’s  part  to  construct  and 
operate  facilities  necessary  to  render 
transportation  services  for  Mich  Wis 
would  be  completely  eliminated. 

Applicant  specifically  proposes  to 
construct  and  operate  Ae  following:* 

1.  520  miles  of  24-inch  O.D.  pipelhie 
extending  southeasterly  from  a 
proposed  compressor  station  (the  Cedar 
Ridge  Station)  to  be  located  in  Carbon 
County,  Wyoming,  to  a  point  near 
Greensburg,  Kansas,  where  such  line 
would  be  connected  to  Mich  Wis’ 
transmission  system  in  Kiowa  County, 
Kansas. 

2. 114  miles  of  20-inch  O.D.  pipeline 
extending  northerly  from  the 
aforementioned  Cedar  Ridge  Station  and 
terminating  at  the  proposed 
interconnection  with  Mich  Wis’  existing 
gas-supply  and  gathering  facilities  in 
Fremont  County,  Wyoming. 

3.  The  Cedar  Ridge  Station  comprising 
approximately  3,200  horsepower  of 
compression. 

4.  A  second  compressor  station  (the 
Sand  Hills  Station)  comprising 
approximately  2,000  horsepower  of 
compression  to  be  located  in 
Washington  County,  Colorado. 

It  is  stated  that  the  estimated  cost  of 
the  facilities  is  $231,153,990  which  would 
be  financed  initially  with  an  equity 
contribution  of  $58,000,000  and  the 
remainder  with  bank  loans.  It  is 
explained  that  the  bank  loans  would  be 
repaid  with  proceeds  frnm  the 
subsequent  issuance  of  long-term  debt 
securities. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
facilities  would  have  an  initial  daily 
capacity  of  115,(X)0  Mcf  without 
compression  and  an  initial  daUy 
capacity  of  175,000  Mcf  upon  placement 
in  service  of  the  two  compressor 
stations  proposed  herein.  Applicant 
asserts  that  the  initial  capacity  of  the 
pipeline  system  could  be  readily 
expanded  to  over  285,000  Mcf  per  day 
with  the  installation  of  still  addition^ 
compression  which  presently  is 
estimated  to  cost  approximately 
$30,000,000.  Applicant  submits  that  for 
an  approximate  13  percent  increase  in 
investment  the  capability  exists  to 
increase  the  capacity  of  the  initial 
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system  by  over  60  percent  to  readily 
accommodate  additional  volumes  as 
such  may  be  developed. 

Applicant  maintains  that  Mich  Wis  is 
presently  attempting  to  acquire 
additional  gas  supplies  in  the  Overthrust 
Region.  Applicant  also  asserts  that  Mich 
Wis  has  been  conducting  an  extensive 
gas  exploration  program  in  the  Rockies 
for  some  years  and  currently  has  a  gas 
call  covering  over  1,000,000  acres. 
Furthermore,  it  is  stated  that  many  of 
the  gas  call  acres  are  concentrated  in 
several  distinct  areas  and  that 
exploratory  activity  has  been  clustered 
in  the  Lysite  in  Fremont  County. 
Applicant  contends  there  are  substantial 
gas  reserves  in  the  Rocky  Mountains  to 
be  tapped  and  the  opportunities  for  new 
gas  supplies  would  be  substantially 
increased.  The  proposed  pipeline  would 
provide  both  the  capacity  and  the 
flexibility  for  providing  transportation 
for  other  pipeline  companies,  it  is 
averred. 

Applicant  also  proposes  to  transport 
natural  gas  for  Mich  Wis  with  the 
proposed  pipeline  system.  It  is  asserted 
that  Applicant  would  receive  and 
transport  through  its  proposed  facilities 
gas  tendered  by  Mich  Wis  for 
transportation  up  to  the  contract 
demand  which  is  initially  175,000  Mcf 
per  day.  Applicant  submits  that  Mich 
Wis  would  be  chaiged  for  the 
transportation  service  at  a  level 
calculated  to  enable  Applicant  to 
recover  its  costs,  including  a  reasonable 
return  on  its  investment. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
amendment  should,  on  or  before  January 
11, 1982,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission's  rules 
of  practice  and  protJedure  (18  CFR  1,8  or 
1.10)  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  Hied  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules.  All  persons  who 
have  heretofore  filed  need  not  Hie  again. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.  81-ee744  Piled  12-23-81: 8:45  aiB| 


[Project  No.  5687-000] 

City  of  CanyonvUle;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

December  21. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  City  of  CanyonvUle 
(Applicant)  Hied  on  November  24, 1981, 
an  application  for  preliminary  permit 
pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)  for  Project  No.  5687 
to  be  known  as  the  Copeland  Creek 
Hydropower  Project  located  on 
Copeland  Creek  in  Douglas  County, 
Oregon  in  the  Umpqua  National  Forest. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  City  of 
CanyonvUle,  P.O.  765,  CanyonvUle, 
Oregon  97417,  Attn:  Mayor  Winston  W. 
Walker. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  A  natural 
rock  and  reinforced  concrete  diversion 
structure  5  feet  high  with  negligible 
impoundment;  (2)  a  diversion  channel 
2.6  miles  long;  (3)  a  penstock  800  feet 
long;  (4)  a  powerhouse  containing  a 
turbine  generator  with  1.9  MW  capacity 
and  10.8  GWh  annual  energy  output;  (5) 
transmission  line  1,500  feet  long;  and  (6) 
appurtenant  facilities.  Power  will  be 
distributed  through  a  hookup  with 
existing  lines  and  will  be  used  to  offset 
power  purchases  made  by  the  City. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  term  of  24 
months,  during  which  time  engineering, 
economic  and  environmental  studies 
will  be  conducted  to  ascertain  project 
feasibility  and  to  support  application  for 
a  license  to  construct  and  operate  the 
project.  The  estimated  cost  of  permit 
activities  is  $100,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  February 
24, 1982,  the  competing  application  itself, 
or  a  notice  of  intent  to  file  such  an 
application  (see:  18  CFR  4.30  et  seq. 
(1981);  and  Docket  No.  RM81-15,  issued 
October  29. 1981, 46  FR  55245,  November 
9. 1981.) 

The  Commission  will  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
from  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  response 
to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 
an  application  for  license  or  exemption 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
.  or  before  February  24, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  application 
forthcoming.  Any  application  for  license 
or  exemption  from  licensing  must  be 


filed  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations  (see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et  seq.  4.101  et  seq.  (1%1).  as 
appropriate). 

Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
to  file  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit,  allows  an  interested  person  to 
file  an  acceptable  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  no  later  than 
April  22, 1982. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980).  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  Hie  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  may  become  a  party 
to  the  preceding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  24, 
1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION - 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION", 
“PROTEST",  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  chief.  Applications  Branch. 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each 
respresentative  of  the  Applicant 
specified  in  the  first  paragraph  of  this 
notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-38745  Piled  12-23-81: 8:46  oral 
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[Project  No.  5686-000] 

City  Of  CanyonviHe;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

December  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  City  of  CanyonviHe 
(Applicant)  filed  on  November  24, 1981, 
an  application  for  preliminary  permit 
(pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act.  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r))  for  Project  No.  5686 
to  be  known  as  the  Elk  Creek 
Hydropower  Project  located  on  Elk 
Creek  in  Douglas  County,  Oregon  in  the 
Umpqua  National  Forest.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  City  of 
CanyonviHe,  P.O.  Box  765,  CanyonviHe, 
Oregon  97417,  Attn:  Mayor  Winston  W. 
Walker. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  A 
reinforced  concrete  diversion  structure  7 
feet  high  with  negligible  impoundment; 

(2)  a  diversion  channel  2.8  nules  long;  (3) 
a  penstock  500  feet  long;  (4)  a 
powerhouse  containing  a  turbine 
generator  with  3.2  MW  capacity  and 
17.0  GWh  annual  energy  output;  (5) 
transmission  line  0.25  miles  long;  and  (6) 
appurtenant  facilities.  Power  would  be 
distributed  through  an  intertie  with 
Pacific  Power  &  Light  and  used  to  offset 
power  purchases  made  by  the  City. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — h  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  term  of  24 
months,  during  which  time  engineering, 
economic  and  environmental  studies 
will  be  conducted  to  ascertain  [Mvject 
feasibility  and  to  support  application  for 
a  license  to  construct  and  operate  the 
project.  The  estimated  cost  of  permit 
activities  is  $100,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  February 
24, 1982,  the  competing  application  itself, 
or  a  notice  of  intent  to  file  such  an 
application  (see:  18  CFR  4.30  et  seq. 
(1981);  and  Docket  No.  RM81-15,  issued 
October  29, 1981,  46  FR  55245,  November 
9. 1981.) 

The  Commission  will  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
from  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  response 
to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 
an  application  for  license  or  exemption 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
or  before  February  24, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  application 
forthcoming.  Any  application  for  license 
or  exemption  from  licensing  must  be 


filed  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations  (see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et  seq.  or  4.101  et  seq.  (1981),  as 
appropriate). 

Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
to  file  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit,  allows  an  interested  person  to 
file  an  acceptable  con^)eting  appUcation 
for  preliminary  permit  no  later  than 
April  22. 1982. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
wiH  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980).  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  wiH  consider  aH 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Conunission's  rules  may  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  24, 
1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”. 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  docmnents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
relations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  AppUcations  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Ucensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary.  > 

[FR  Doc.  81-96746  Piled  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 
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[Docket  No.  ES62-27-000] 

Citizens  Utilities  Co.;  Application 

December  17. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  IS, 

1981,  Citizens  UtiUties  Company 
(Applicant)  filed  an  appHcation  seeking 
an  order  pursuant  to  Section  204  of  the 
Federal  I^wer  Act  auHiorizing  the 
issuance  of  short-term  promissory  notes 
during  the  period  ending  January  27, 
1984,  in  an  aggregate  principal  amount 
not  to  exceed  $35,000,000  outstanding  at 
any  one  time. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  the 
appHcation  should  on  or  before  January 
7. 1982,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  petitions  or  protests  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  avaUable 
for  pubHc  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-38718  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6717-01-11 


[Docket  No.  CP82-93-000] 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp^ 
Application 

December  21. 1961. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  24, 

1981,  Columbia  Gas  'Transmission 
Corporation  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1273, 
Charleston.  West  Virginia  25325,  filed  in 
Docket  No,  CP82-93-000  and  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  §  157.7(g)  of  the  Regulations 
thereunder  (18  CTO  157.7(g))  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  for  permission  and  approval  to 
abandon  for  the  12-month  period 
commencing  March  1, 1982,  and 
operation  of  various  field  compression 
and  related  metering  and  appurtenant 
faculties,  aH  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  appHcation  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  pubHc 
inspection. 

'The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget-type 
appHcation  is  to  enable  AppHcant  to  act 
with  reasonable  dispatch  in  constructing 
and  abandoning  facUities  which  would 
not  result  in  changing  AppHcant’s 
system  salable  capacity  or  service  fixim 
that  authorized  prior  to  the  filing  of  the 
instant  appHcation. 

AppHcant  requests  waiver  of  the  total 
and  single  project  cost  limitations 
prescribed  by  §  157.7(g)  of  $3,000,000 
and  $500,000,  respectively.  Applicant 
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proposes  a  total  cost  limitation  of 
$7,000,000  with  no  single  project  to 
exceed  $1,000,000.  Applicant  asserts  that 
such  waiver  is  necessary  because  of  the 
increase  in  the  construction  costs  for 
compression  facilities  since  1973  when 
the  cost  limitations  for  Held  gas 
compression  facilities  were  established. 
Such  costs,  it  is  stated,  would  be 
financed  from  funds  generated  from 
internal  sources. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  January 
12, 1982,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10]  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  nied  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Conunission's  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procediu'e,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  and  permission  and  approval 
for  the  proposed  abandonment  are 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36736  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  CP82-92-000] 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp4 
Application 

December  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  24, 

1981,  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1273, 
Charleston,  West  Virginia  25325,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP82-92-000  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  §  157.7(c)  of  the 
Regulations  thereuhder  (18  CFR  157.7(c)) 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the 
constuction  during  the  12-month  period 
commencing  March  1, 1982,  and 
operation  of  facilities  to  make 
miscellaneous  rearrangements  on  its 
system,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget-type 
application  is  to  augment  Applicant’s 
ability  to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch 
in  making  miscellaneous 
rearrangements  which  would  not  result 
in  any  material  change  in  transportation 
and  sales  service  presently  rendered  by 
Applicant.  / 

It  is  stated  that  the  total  cost  of  such 
rearrangements  would  not  exceed 
$300,000  which  cost  would  be  financed 
from  funds  generated  firom  internal 
sources. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  January 
12, 1982,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Comnission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 


the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36741  Filed  12-23-81;  8;45  am] 
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[Project  No.  3525-001] 

Edward  S.  Cruz  and  William  L  Beaver; 
Application  for  Exemption  of  Small 
Conduit  Hydroelectric  Facility 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  9, 1981, 
Edward  S.  Cruz  and  William  L  Beaver 
(Applicant)  filed  an  application  under 
section  30  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
(Act)  (16  U.S.C.  823(a]),  for  exemption  of 
a  proposed  hydroelectric  project  from 
requirements  of  Part  I  of  the  Act.  The 
proposed  Cottonwood  Canyon  Ranch 
Hydroelectric  Project  (FERC  Project  No. 
3525)  would  be  located  on  the  existing 
Cottonwood  Canyon  and  Lone  Tree 
Canyon  aqueducts  in  Mono  County, 
near  Bishop,  California.  Correspondence 
with  the  Applicant  should  be  directed 
to:  Messrs.  Edward  S.  Cruz,  William  L 
Beaver,  Route  4,  Box  15,  Bishop, 
California  93514,  with  a  copy  to  Mr. 
James  E.  Earles,  CH2M  Hill,  555  Capitol 
Mall,  Suite  1290,  Sacramento,  California 
95814. 

Purpose  of  Project — Electric  energy 
generated  by  the  project  is  proposed  to 
be  sold  to  Southern  California  Edison 
Company. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  A 
powerhouse  to  contain  a  Pelton-type, 
turbine-generating  unit  with  a  rated 
capacity  of  840  kW;  and  (2)  a  tailrace 
channel. 

Agency  Comments — ^The  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  and  the  California 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  are 
requested,  pursuant  to  Section  30  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  to  submit  within  45 
days  from  the  date  of  issuance  of  this 
notice  appropriate  terms  and  conditions 
to  protect  any  fish  and  wildlife 
resources  or  otherwise  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Coordination  Act.  If  no  comments  are 
filed  within  this  time  period,  an  agency 
will  be  presumed  to  have  determined 
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that  no  terms  or  conditions  to  the 
exemption  are  necessary.  Other  Federal, 
State,  and  local  agencies  that  receive 
this  notice  through  direct  mailing  horn 
the  Commission  are  requested  to 
provide  any  comments  they  may  have  in 
accordance  with  their  duties  and 
responsibilities.  Comments  are  due 
within  45  days  from  the  date  of  issuance 
of  this  notice.  No  other  formal  requests 
for  comments  will  be  made.  Comments 
should  be  conbned  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  granting  of  an  exemption. 
One  copy  of  an  agency’s  comments  must 
also  be  sent  to  the  Applicant's 
representatives. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — ^Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  Hie  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specibed  in  S  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protest  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protests  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  January  29, 1982.  The 
Commission’s  address  is:  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspeciton. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-38719  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  6717-02-M 

[Docket  No.  ER82-147-000] 

Duke  Power  Co.;  Filing 

December  17, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Duke  Power 
Company  (Duke)  on  December  10, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  a  contract  between 
Duke  and  the  United  States  of  America, 
Department  of  Energy,  acting  by  £md 
through  the  Southeastern  Power 
Administration  (SEPA)  dated  October 
26, 1981.  This  contract  supersedes  the 
prior  contract  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  contains  a  proposed 
change  in  its  transmission  rate  for 

wheeling  power  and  energy  from  the 

1 


reservoir  projects  constructed  by  the 
Department  of  the  Army  in  the 
Savannah  River  Basin,  known  as  the 
Hartwell  and  Clark  Hill  Projects,  to 
certain  preference  customers  of  the 
United  States  Government  located  in 
Duke’s  service  area  in  North  Carolina 
and  South  Carolina.  Based  on  a  12- 
month  period  ending  November  30, 1981, 
Duke  estimates  that  the  proposed 
change  in  transmission  rates  will 
increase  annual  revenues  fixim  SEPA  by 
$850,773.00. 

Duke  has  requested  that  the  contract 
become  effective  on  the  date  of  tender 
for  filing  or  January  1, 1982,  or  as  soon 
as  the  Commission  deems  appropriate.  If 
waiver  is  not  granted,  however,  Duke 
requests  an  effective  date  no  later  than 
sixty  (60)  days  after  the  date  of  tender 
for  filing  or  February  8, 1982. 

Duke  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
were  served  upon  the  Southeastern 
Power  Administration,  the  North 
Carolina  Utilities  Commission,  and  the 
South  Carolina  Public  Service 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
shoiild  be  filed  on  or  before  January  5, 
1982.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  the  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available, 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Pliunb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36747  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6717-01-M 

[Project  No.  5656-000] 

Flathead  Joint  Board  of  the  Flathead, 
Mission  and  Jocko  Valley  Irrigation 
Districts;  Application  for  Preliminary 
Permit 

December  18. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Flathead  Joint  Board 
of  the  Flathead,  Mission  and  Jocko 
Valley  Irrigation  Districts  (Applicant) 
filed  on  November  16, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
(pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r))  for  Project  No.  5656 
to  be  known  as  the  Dry  Creek  Power 
Project  located  on  Dry  Creek  in  Lake 


County,  Montana.  The  project  will  lie  on 
lands  within  the  Flathead  Indian 
Reservation.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection.  Correspondence 
with  the  Applicant  should  be  directed 
to:  Mr.  Everitt  Foust,  President  Flathead 
Joint  Board  of  the  Flathead,  Mission  and 
Jocko  Valley  Irrigation  Districts,  P.O. 

Box  69,  Moiese,  Montana  59824. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  The  existing 
Tabor  Dam,  St  Marys  Lake  Reservoir,  a 
spillway  and  outlet  works;  (2)  the  Tabor 
Dam  power  site  which  would  utilize  the 
existing  outlet  works  to  convey  flows  to 
a  powerhouse;  (3)  the  Dry  Creek  power 
site  which  would  consist  of  a  check  and 
intake  structiu’e;  a  6-foot  diameter, 
27,000-foot  long  penstock,  and  a 
powerhouse;  and  (4)  a  5.5-mile  long 
transmission  line,  llie  Tabor  Dam 
powerhouse  would  contain  a  single 
generating  unit  with  an  installed 
capacity  of  500  kW  and  the  Dry  Creek 
powerhouse  would  contain  two 
generating  units  with  a  total  rated 
capacity  of  5,000  kW.  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  total  average  annual 
energy  production  would  be  22.40  GWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  has  requested  a  36-month 
permit  to  prepare  a  definitive  project 
report,  induding  preliminary  designs, 
geological,  environmental  and  economic 
feasibility  studies.  The  cost  of  the  above 
activities,  along  with  the  preparation  of 
an  environmental  impact  report, 
obtaining  agreements  with  ^e  U.S. 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  and  other 
Federal,  State  and  local  agencies,  and 
preparing  a  license  application, 
conducting  final  field  surveys,  and 
preparing  designs  is  estimated  by  the 
Applicant  to  be  $100,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  March  22, 
1982,  the  competing  application  itself 
(see:  18  CFR  4.30  et  seq.  (1981)).  A  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  will  not  be 
accepted  for  filing. 

The  Commission  will  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
hrom  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  response 
to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 
an  application  for  license  or  exemption 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
or  before  February  22, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  application 
forthcoming.  Applications  for  licensing 
or  exemption  ^m  licensing  must  be 
filed  in  accordance  with  the 
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Commission’s  regulations  (see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et  seq.  or  4.101  et  seq.  (1981),  as 
appropriate). 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  hie 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  22, 
1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  RLE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Ucensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36720  Piled  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER82-148-0<K)] 

Florida  Power  &  Ught  Co.;  Filing 

December  17, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Florida  Power  &  Light 
Company  (FP&L)  on  December  10, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  documents  entitled 


“Exhibit  I  to  Service  Agreement  For 
Interchange  Transmission  Service 
Implementing  Specific  Transactions 
Under  Service  Schedules  A  (Emergency 
Service),  B  (Short  Term  Firm  Service),  C 
(Economy  Interchange  Service)  and  D 
(Firm  Service )  of  Contracts  for 
Interchange  Service.”  FP&L  states  that 
this  filing  is  proposed  to  amend  FERC 
Electric  Tariff  Original  Volume  II  (Sheet 
Nos.  1-19). 

FP&L  further  states  that  under  Exhibit 
I  FP&L  will  transmit  power  and  energy 
for  the  City  of  Vero  Beach  (Vero  Beach) 
as  is  required  by  Vero  Beach  in  the 
implementation  of  its  interchange 
agreement  with  the  City  of  Tallahassee. 

FP&L  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  to 
allow  the  proposed  Exhibit  to  become 
effective  immediately. 

According  to  FP&L,  copies  of  the  filing 
were  served  on  the  City  Manager,  City 
of  Vero  Beach. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  January  5, 
1982.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36748  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Project  No.  5555-000] 

Town  of  Gold  Bar,  Wash.;  Application 
for  Preliminary  Permit 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  Town  of  Gold  Bar 
(Applicant)  filed  on  October  22, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
(pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r))  for  Project  No.  5555 
to  be  known  as  the  Olney  Creek  Falls 
Water  Power  Project  located  on  Olney 
Creek  near  the  Town  of  Gold  Bar  in 
Snohomish  County.  Washington.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  Ed 
Grant,  Mayor,  Town  of  Gold  Bar,  501 


Croft,  P.O.  Box  107,  Gold  Bar, 
Washington  98251. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of: 

(1)  A  30-foot  high  dam  constructed  by 
increasing  the  height  of  an  existing  20- 
foot  high  dam; 

(2)  A  reservoir  with  a  capacity  of  less 
than  10  acre-feet; 

(3)  A  54-inch  diameter,  600-foot  long 
steel  penstock; 

(4)  A  powerhouse  with  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  1,050  kW; 

(5)  A  switchyard  located  near  the 
powerhouse;  and 

(6)  A  12.47-kV  transmission  line 
interconnecting  with  an  existing 
substation  or  transmission  line  owned 
by  the  Snohomish  County  PUD. 

The  Applicant  estimates  that  the 
average  annual  production  would  be 
5.95  million  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  'The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  18 
months  during  which  it  would  conduct 
technical,  environmental,  economic,  and 
financial  studies,  prepare  an  FERC 
license  exemption  application;  and 
conduct  test  borings.  No  new  road 
would  be  required  for  conductirig  these 
studies  which  are  estimated  to  cost 
$90,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Carjen  Company’s 
application  for  Project  No.  4741  filed  on 
May  28, 1981.  Public  notice  of  the  filing 
of  the  initial  application,  which  has 
already  been  given,  established  the  due 
date  for  filing  competing  applications  or 
notices  of  intent.  In  accordance  with  the 
Conunission’s  regulations,  no  competing 
application  for  preliminary  permit,  or 
notices  of  intent  to  file  an  application 
for  preliminary  permit  or  license  will  be 
accepted  for  filing  in  response  to  this 
notice.  Any  application  for  license  or 
exemption  from  licensing,  or  notice  of 
intent  to  file  an  exemption  application, 
must  be  filed  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations  (see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et.  seq.  or  4.101  et  seq.  (1981),  as 
appropriate). 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  finm  the 
Applicant.)  If  any  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments.  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
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requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  19, 
1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filing  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  Ais  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36729  Filed  12-23-81;  8:46  am] 

BHXING  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Project  No.  5685-000] 

Grisdale  Hill  Co.;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

December  21, 1961. 

Take  notice  that  Grisdale  Hill 
Company  (Applicant)  filed  on  November 
24, 1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)  for  Project 
No.  5685  to  be  known  as  the  Christy 
Creek  Hydroelectric  Project  located  on 
Christy  Creek  in  Lane  County,  Oregon  in 
the  Willamette  National  Forest.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Ms. 
Marilyn  Tebor  Shaw,  esquire.  Suite 
1100, 1333  New  Hampshire  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  A 
reiiiforced  concrete  diversion  dam  8  feet 
high  with  negligible  impoundment;  (2)  a 
low  pressure  water  conveyance  9,500 
feet  long;  (3)  a  surge  tank  and  steel 
penstock  1,900  feet  long;  (4)  a 


powerhouse  containing  a  turbine 
generator  with  4.0  MW  capacity  and 
17.7  GWh  annual  energy  output;  (5) 
transmission  line  10  miles  long  and  (6) 
appurtenant  facilities.  Power  would  be 
sold  to  the  Bonneville  Power 
Administration  or  a  local  utility. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — h  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  term  of  24 
months,  during  which  time  engineering, 
economic  and  environmental  studies 
will  be  conducted  to  ascertain  project 
feasibility  and  to  support  application  for 
a  license  to  construct  and  operate  the 
project.  The  estimated  cost  of  permit 
activities  is  $125,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  February 
24, 1982,  the  competing  application  itself, 
or  a  notice  of  intent  to  file  such  an 
application  (see;  18  CFR  §  4.30  et.  seq.  - 
(1981);  and  Docket  No.  RM81-15,  issued 
October  29, 1981,  46  FR  55245,  November 
9, 1981.) 

The  Commission  will  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
firom  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  response 
to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 
an  application  for  license  or  exemption 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
or  before  February  24, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  application 
forthcoming.  Any  application  for  license 
or  exemption  from  licensing  must  be 
filed  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations  (see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et.  seq.  or  4.101  et.  seq.  (1981),  as 
appropriate). 

Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
to  file  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit,  allows  an  interested  person  to 
file  an  acceptable  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  no  later  than 
April  22, 1982. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  fixim  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  Ae  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presiuned  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure.  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980).  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 


Commission’s  rules  may  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  24, 
1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCA'nON”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  tlds  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Comnussion’s 
regiilations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applictmt  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  81-36749  Filed  12-23-81:  ft45  am) 

B4UJNG  CODE  fTir-OI-M 


[Project  No.  5423-000] 

Hydro  Electric  Constructors,  Inc.; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

December  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Hydro  Electric 
Constructors,  Inc.  (Applicant)  filed  on 
September  28, 1981,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  (pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r))  for  Project  No.  5423  to  be  known 
as  the  Las  Vegas  Wash  Project  located 
on  Las  Vegas  Wash  in  Clark  County, 
Nevada.  Tie  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection.  Correspondence  with 
the  Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Don  Buckley,  Hydro  Electric 
Constructors,  1085  N.  Main  Street  Suite 
C,  Orange,  California  92667. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of  three  entirely 
new  developments  described  as  follows: 
(A)  site  #1  would  consist  of.  (1)  A  20- 
foot  long,  4-foot  high  diversion  structure; 

(2)  a  15,000  foot  long  conduit  consisting 
of  a  6-foot  wide.  3-foot  deep  channel  or 
a  5-foot  diameter  low  pressure  penstock; 

(3)  a  600-foot  long,  42  inch  diameter, 
high  pressure  penstock;  (4)  a 
powerhouse  containing  two  turbine- 
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generators  with  a  total  rated  capacity  of 
1,200  kW;  (5)  a  12-kV  transmission  line; 
and  (6)  appurtenant  facilities; 

(b)  Site  #2  would  consist  of:  (A)  A  40- 
foot  long,  3-foot  high  diversion  structure; 
(2)  a  14,000-foot  long  conduit  consisting 
of  either  a  5-foot  wide,  3-foot  deep 
channel  or  a  4-foot  diameter  low 
pressure  penstock;  (3)  a  400-foot  long,  3- 
foot  diameter,  high  pressure  penstock; 

(4)  a  powerhouse  containing  a  single 
400-kW  turbine-generator,  (5)  a  12-kV 
transmission  line;  and  (6)  appurtenant 
facilities; 

(C)  Site  #3  would  consist  of:  (1)  A  40- 
foot  long,  3-foot  high  diversion  structure; 
(2)  a  17,160-foot  long,  4-foot  diameter, 
low  pressure  penstock;  (3)  a  2,000-foot 
long,  3-foot  diameter  hi^  pressure 
penstock;  (4)  a  powerhouse  containing  a 
single  300  kW  turbine-generator;  (5)  a 
12-kV  transmission  line;  and  (6) 
appurtenant  facilities.  The  total  project 
would  generate  up  to  16,000,000  kWh 
annually.  Energy  produced  at  the  project 
would  be  sold  to  a  local  utility  as  yet 
undetermined.  The  project  would  be 
located  on  land  owned  by  the  U.S. 

Bureau  of  Land  Management, 

Department  of  the  Interior  and  Clark 
County  Nevada  Sanitation  District  and 
Public  Works  Department. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — Pi.  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
work  proposed  under  this  preliminary 
permit  would  include  economic 
evaluation,  engineering  plans,  and  an 
environmental  assessment.  Based  on 
results  of  these  studies.  Applicant  would 
decide  whether  to  proceed  with  more 
detailed  studies  and  the  preparation  of 
an  application  for  license  to  construct 
and  operate  the  project.  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  work  to  be  performed 
under  tliis  preliminary  permit  would 
cost  $50,000. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  February 
24, 1982,  the  competing  application  itself, 
or  a  notice  of  intent  to  Hie  such  an 
application  (see:  18  CFR  4.30  et.  seq. 
(1981);  and  Docket  No.  RM81-15,  issued 
October  29, 1981, 46  FR  55245,  November 
9, 1981.) 

The  Commission  will  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
from  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  respcmse 
to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 
an  application  for  license  or  exemption 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
or  before  April  22, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  apphcation 
forthcoming.  Any  application  fw  license 
or  exemption  firom  licensing  must  be 
filed  in  accordance  with  the 


Commission’s  regulations  (see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et  seq.  or  4.101  et.  seq.  (1981),  as 
appropriate). 

Subcommission  of  a  timely  notice  of 
intent  to  file  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit,  allows  an  interested 
person  to  file  an  acceptable  competing 
application  for  preliminary  permit  no 
later  than  February  24, 1982. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980).  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  field,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  may  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  24, 
1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCA’nON”, 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  Ais  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Conunission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy-Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NK,  Washington.  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Liceiuing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  nsmo  FUod  12-»-n;  8M5  am] 

BiLUNO  CODE  enr-ei-ii 


[Project  No.  5664-000] 

Hydro  Management,  Inc4  Application 
for  Preliminary  Permit 

December  22, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Hydro  Management, 
Incorporated  (Applicant)  filed  on 
November  16, 1981,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  (pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.Q  791(a)- 
825(r))  for  Project  No.  5664  to  be  known 
as  the  Blue  Sky  Creek  Power  Project 
located  on  Blue  Sky  Creek  in  Lincoln 
County,  Montana.  The  application  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  M.  H. 

Edelman,  III,  President,  Hydro 
Management,  Incorporated,  Route  1,  Box 
169,  Ronan,  Montana  59864. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  A  24-foot 
long,  3-foot  high  diversion  structure  on 
Blue  Sky  Creek;  (2)  24,000-foot  long,  16- 
inch  diameter  penstock;  (3)  a 
powerhouse  with  a  total  installed 
capacity  of  1,000  kW;  and  (4)  a  6,000- 
foot  long,  14.4-kV  transmission  line  from 
the  powerhouse  to  the  Grave  Creek 
Power  Project  transmission  line.  The  - 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  production  would  be 
6.048  million  kWh.  The  proposed  project 
is  located  entirely  on  Federal  lands 
owned  by  Kootenai  National  Forest. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — Pi.  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  term  of  36 
months,  during  which  it  would  conduct 
the  technical,  environmental  and 
economic  studies,  and  also  prepare  an 
FERC  license  application,  llie  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  cost  of  undertaking 
these  studies  would  be  $10,CX)0. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  March  1, 
1982,  the  competing  application  itself,  or 
a  notice  of  intent  to  file  such  an 
application  (see:  18  CFR  4.30  et  seq. 
(1981);  and  Docket  No.  RM81-15,  issued 
October  29, 1981, 46  FR  55245,  November 
9, 1981.) 

The  Commission  will  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
from  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  response 
to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 
an  application  for  license  or  exemption 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
or  before  March  1, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  application 
forthcoming.  Any  application  for  license 
or  exemption  from  liceiuing  must  be 
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filed  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations  (see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et  seq.  or  4.101  et  seq.  (1981),  as 
appropriate). 

Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
to  file  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit,  allows  an  interested  person  to 
file  an  acceptable  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  no  later  than 
April  30. 1982. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980).  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  may  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  March  1, 1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street. 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.  81-36751  Filed  12-23-81: 8:46  am) 

BIUJNO  CODE  e717-01-M 


[Project  No.  5657-000] 

Hydro  Management,  Inc.;  Application 
for  Preliminary  Permit 

December  22, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Hydro  Management 
Inc.  (Applicant)  filed  on  November  16, 

1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  (pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  IJ.S.C.  791(a)-825(r))  for  Project 
No.  5657  to  be  known  as  the  Clarence 
Creek  Power  Project  located  on 
Clarence  Creek  in  Lincoln  County, 
Montana.  The  project  would  lie  within 
the  Kootenai  National  Forest.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  W. 
H.  Edelman,  m.  President,  Route  1,  Box 
169,  Ronan,  Montana  59864. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  A  native 
rock  diversion,  3  feet  high  with 
negligible  storage;  (2)  a  penstock  18,480 
feet  long;  (3)  a  powerhouse  containing  a 
turbine  generator  with  750  kW  capacity 
and  4,536  MWh  annual  energy  output; 

(4)  a  transmission  line  200  feet  long;  and 

(5)  appurtenant  facilities.  Generated 
power  would  be  sold  to  the  Lincoln 
Electric  Coop,  Inc.  or  the  Bonneville 
Power  Administration. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit— A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  term  of  36 
months,  during  which  time  engineering, 
economic  and  environmental  studies 
will  be  conducted  to  ascertain  project 
feasibility  and  to  support  application  for 
a  license  to  construct  and  operate  the 
project.  Tie  estimated  cost  of  permit 
activities  is  $7,500. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  appUcation 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  March  1, 

1982,  the  competing  application  itself,  or 
a  notice  of  intent  to  file  such  an 
application  (see:  18  CFR  4.30  et  seq. 
(1981);  and  Docket  No.  RM81-15,  issued 
October  29, 1981, 46  FR  55245,  November 
9, 1981.) 

The  Commission  will  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
from  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  response 
'  to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 
an  application  for  license  or  exemption 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
or  before  March  1, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  application 
forthcoming.  Any  application  for  license 
or  exemption  fitim  licensing  must  be 


filed  in  accordance  with  the  _ 

Commission’s  regulations  (see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et  seq.  or  4.101  et  seq.  (1981),  as 
appropriate). 

Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
to  file  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit,  allows  an  interested  person  to 
file  an  acceptable  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  no  later  than 
April  30, 1982. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  finm  the 
Applicaiit.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  March  1, 1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTCE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATON”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATON”. 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETTON  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  numb. 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch. 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary.  / 

[FR  Doc.  81-38752  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am]  / 
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[Project  No.  5660-0001 

Hydro  Management,  Inc.;  Application 
for  Preliminary  Permit 

December  22. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Hydro  Management, 
Inc.  (Applicant)  filed  on  November  16, 
1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  (pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r))  for  Project 
No.  5660  to  be  known  as  the  Deep  Creek 
Water  Power  Project  located  on  Deep 
Creek,  near  Eureka,  within  the  lands  of 
Kootenai  National  Forest  in  Lincoln 
County,  Montana.  The  application  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  W.  H. 

Edelman  III,  President,  Hydro 
Management,  Inc.,  Route  1,  Box  169, 
Ronan,  Montana  59864.  v, 

Project  Description — ^The  project  . 
would  consist  of:  (1)A  3-fo6t  hi^,  16- 
foot  long  diversion  structure  and  a 
12,000-foot  long,  14-inch  diameter 
pipeline  on  Deep  Creek;  (2)  a  3-foot  high, 
17-foot  long  diversion  structure  and  a 
6,000-foot  long,  10-inch  diameter  pipeline 
on  North  Fork  of  Deep  Creek;  (3)  a 
19,680-foot  long,  16-inch  diameter 
penstock  from  pipeline  intercoimection; 
(4)  a  powerhouse  with  total  capacity  of 
1,500  kW;  and  (5)  a  4,000-foot  long,  14.4- 
kV  transmission  line  from  powerhouse 
to  an  existing  Lincoln  Electric,  Inc. 
transmission  line.  The  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  average  aimual 
energy  production  would  be  9.223 
million  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — a  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months  during  which  time  it  would 
conduct  technical,  environmental  and 
economic  analysis;  and  prepare  an 
FERC  license  application.  No  new  roads 
would  be  requii^  for  conducting  these 
studies.  The  Applicant  estimates  that 
the  cost  of  undertaking  these  studies 
would  be  $15,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  March  1, 
1982,  the  competing  application  itself,  or 
a  notice  of  intent  to  file  such  an 
application  (see:  18  CFR  4.30  et.  seq. 
(1981);  and  docket  No.  RM81-15,  issued 
October  29, 1981, 46  FR  55245,  November 
9, 1981.) 

The  Commission  will  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
from  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  response 
to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 


an  application  for  license  or  exemption 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
or  before  March  1, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  application 
forthcoming.  Any  application  for  license 
or  exemption  &om  licensing  must  be 
filed  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations  [see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et.  seq.  or  4.101  et  seq.  (1981),  as 
appropriate). 

Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
to  file  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit,  allows  an  interested  person  to 
file  an  acceptable  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  no  later  than 
April  30, 1982. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980).  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  may  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  March  1. 1982. 

Filiixg  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  "COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
"COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“PROTESr’,  OP  “PETmON  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  Ais  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to;  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 


of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Phimb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36753  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  an) 

BILUNG  CODE  •717-01-« 


[Project  No.  5658-000] 

Hydro  Management,  Inc.;  Application 
for  Preliminary  Permit 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Hydro  Management, 
Incorporated  (Applicant)  filed  on 
November  16, 1981,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  (pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r))  for  Project  No.  5658  to  be  known 
as  the  Stahl  Creek  Power  Project  located 
on  Stahl  Creek  in  Lincoln  County, 
Montana.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection.  Correspondence  with 
the  Applicant  should  be  Erected  to:  Mr. 
W.  H.  Edelman,  UL  President,  Hydro 
Management,  Incorporated,  Route  1,  Box 
169,  Ronan,  Montana  59864. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  A  22-foot 
long,  3-foot  high  diversion  structure:  (2) 
a  13,000-foot  long,  16-mch  diameter 
penstock;  (3)  a  powerhouse  with  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  750  kW;  and  (4)  a 
16,000-foot  long,  14.4-kV  transmission 
line  from  the  powerhouse  to  the 
Williams  Creek  Power  Project 
transmission  line.  The  entire  project  is 
located  on  U.S.  Federal  lands  owned  by 
Kootenai  National  Forest. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  Tlie 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months  during  which  it  would  conduct 
technical,  environmental  and  economic 
studies,  and  also  prepare  a  FERC  license 
application.  No  new  roads  would  be 
needed  for  conducting  these  studies.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of 
undertaking  these  studies  would  be 
$7,500. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  March  19, 
1982,  the  competing  application  itself,  or 
a  notice  of  intent  to  file  such  an 
application  (see:  18  CFR  4.30  et  seq. 
(1981):  and  Docket  No.  RM81-1S,  issued 
October  29, 1981, 46  FR  55245,  November 
9, 1981.) 

The  Commission  will  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
firom  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  response 
to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 
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an  application  for  license  or  exemption 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
or  before  February  19, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  application 
forthcoming.  Any  application  for  license 
or  exemption  horn  licensing  must  be 
filed  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations  (see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et  seq.  or  4.101  et  seq.  (1981),  as 
appropriate). 

Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
to  file  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit,  allows  an  interested  person  to 
file  an  acceptable  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  no  later  than 
AprU  19, 1982. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  horn  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  conunents. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980).  ^ 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to  - 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  may  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  19, 
1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
'  capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to;  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  ^o  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 


of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  numb. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-30721  Fried  12-23-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNQ  CODE  S717-01-« 


[Docket  No.  ES82-05-0011 

Idaho  Power  Co.;  Supplemental 
Application 

December  17, 1961. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  14, 

1981,  Idaho  Power  Company  (Applicant) 
filed  an  amendment  to  its  application  in 
Docket  No.  ES82-05-000,  seeking  a 
supplemental  authorization  to  increase 
the  amount  of  short-term  borrowings 
authorized  from  $120,000,000  to 
$150,000,000,  with  no  change  in  the 
issuance  or  maturity  dates. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  the 
application  should  on  or  before  January 
7, 1982,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  petitions  or  protests  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kennedi  F.  I4umb, 

Secretary 

[FR  Doc.  81-36722  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  era) 

BILUNG  cooc  srir-oi-w 


[Docket  No.  CP82-97-000] 

Kan8a84Jebraska  Natural  Gas  Co.  Inc.; 
Application 

December  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  30, 

1981,  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas 
Company,  Inc.  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box 
15265,  Lakewoi^,  Colorado  80215,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP82-97-000  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  the  sale  of  natiural 
gas  for  resale  to  the  City  of  Albert 
Kansas,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  is  presently  sells 
natural  gas  for  resale  to  the  City  of 
Albert  Kansas,  pursuant  to  its  Rate 
Schedules  CD  and  WPS.  Sales  to  the 
City  of  Albert’s  municipally-owned 
system  totaled  18,345  Mcf  for  calendar 
year  1980  and  17,704  Mcf  for  the  twelve 
months  ending  September  30, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  the  results  of  a  town 
election,  the  City  of  Albert  sold  its 


distribution  system  to  Applicant  which 
would  commence  sale  of  natural  gas  at 
retail  to  the  approximately  110  end  use 
customers  currently  served  at 
wholesale.  Applicant,  therefore, 
proposes  the  abandonment  of  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  for  resale  to  the  City  of 
Albert. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  refermice  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  January 
12, 1982,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  persmi 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  permission  and 
approval  for  the  proposed  abandonment 
are  required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  permission  and 
approval  for  the  proposed  abandonment 
are  required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  permission  and 
appiwal  for  the  proposed  abandonment 
are  required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  mr  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for.  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
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unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36742  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 

[Project  No.  5409-000] 

Richard  K.  Unville;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Richard  K.  Linville 
(Applicant]  filed  on  September  22, 1981, 
an  application  for  preliminary  permit 
(pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r))  for  Project  No.  5409 
to  be  known  as  the  C.  Ben  Ross  Dam 
Project  located  on  Little  Weiser  River  in 
Adams  County,  Idaho.  The  application 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  Richard  K. 
Linville,  7021  Sand  Point  Way  N.E.,  #B- 
305,  Seattle,  Wash^ton  98115. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  The  existing 
C.  Ben  Ross  Dam  and  Reservoir;  (2) 
penstock  1,000  feet  long;  (3)  powerhouse 
containing  a  turbine  generator  with  a 
capacity  of  2,050  kW  and  annual  energy 
production  of  3,455  MWh;  (4) 
transmission  line;  and  (5)  appurtenant 
facilities.  Generated  power  would  be 
sold  to  the  Idaho  Power  Company. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — ^A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months,  during  which  time  engineering, 
economic  and  environmental  studies 
will  be  conducted  to  ascertain  project 
feasibility  and  to  support  application  for 
a  license  to  construct  and  operate  the 
project.  The  estimated  cost  of  these 
activities  is  $40,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  March  22, 1982,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  (See  18  CFR 
4.33(a]  and  (cj  (1980))  or  a  notice  of 
intent  (See  18  CFR  4.33(b]  and  (d)  (1980)) 
or  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  the  time  specified  in  §  4.33(c]. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  fi'om  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 


Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  wiU  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but. 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Conunission's  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  22. 
1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters,  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“PROTEST*,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission's 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  StreeL 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer.  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Ucensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

(FR  Doc.  81-36723  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Project  No.  5602-000] 

Uve  Oak  Associates  West;  Application 
for  Preliminary  Permit 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Uve  Oak  Associates 
West  (Applicant]  filed  on  November  2, 
1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  (pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a]-825(r]]  for  Project 
No.  5602  to  be  known  as  the  Alder  Creek 
Hydroelectric  Project  located  on  Alder 
Creek  in  Humboldt  County,  Nevada.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Alan  L.  Cain,  Uve  Oak  Associates  West, 
Western  Farm  Management  Company, 


P.O.  Box  1386,  Klamath  Falls,  Oregon 
97601. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1]  A  1.75-mile 
long  diversion  channel;  (2]  a  1.75-mile 
long  penstock;  (3]  a  2-mile  long.  16-inch 
diameter  penstock;  (4]  a  500-foot  long, 
12-inch  diameter  penstock;  (5]  a 
powerhouse  No.  1  with  a  rated  capacity 
of  1,300  kW;  (6]  a  powerhouse  No.  2  with 
a  rated  capacity  of  275  kW;  and  (7]  a  3- 
mile  long,  15-kV  transmission  line  from 
the  powerhouse  to  an  existing  25-kV 
Harney  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 
transmission  line.  The  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  average  annual 
energy  production  would  be  6  million 
kWh.  The  proposed  project  is  located  on 
Federal  lands. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months  during  which  it  would  conduct 
technical,  environmental  and  economic 
studies,  and  also  prepare  an  FERC 
license  application.  The  Appplicant 
estimates  that  the  cost  of  undertaking 
these  studies  would  be  $78,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Any 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  March  22, 
1982,  the  competing  application  itself 
(see:  18  CFR  4.30  et  seq.  (1981]].  A  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  will  not  be 
accepted  for  filing. 

The  Commission  will  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
from  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  response 
to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 
an  application  for  license  or  exemption 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
or  before  February  22, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  application 
forthcoming.  Applications  for  licensing 
or  exemption  from  licensing  must  be 

filed  in  accordance  with  the  _ 

Commission’s  regulations  (see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et  seq.  or  4.101  et  seq.  (1981],  as 
appropriate]. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State,  * 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  fixim  the 
Applicant.]  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 


) 
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In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  22, 
1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  aU 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS**, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION**, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION’*, 
“PROTEST**,  or  “reTITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  die 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  I^umb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Ucensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36724  Piled  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 
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Project  No.  4008-002] 

Long  Lake  Energy  Corp.,  AppMcation 
for  Exemption  for  Small  Hydroelectric 
Power  Project  Under  5  MW  Capacity 

December  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  20, 

1981,  Long  Energy  Corporation 
(Applicant]  filed  an  application,  under 
Section  408  of  the  Energy  Security  Act  of 
1980  (Act)  (16  U.S.C.  2705,  and  2708  as 
amended],  for  exemption  of  a  proposed 
hydroelectric  project  from  licensing 
under  Part  I  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
The  proposed  small  hydroelectric 
project  (Project  No.  4008]  would  be 
located  on  East  Canada  Creek,  near  the 
Village  of  Dolgeville  in  Hericimer  and 
Fulton  Counties,  New  York. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  Paul  J.  Elston, 
Long  Lake  Energy  Corporation,  330 
Madison  Avenue,  7th  Floor,  New  York. 
New  York  10017. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1]  an  existing 


limestone  gravity  dam,  19.5  feet  high  and 
190  feet  long:  (2]  an  existing  reservoir 
covering  15  acres  and  having  a  storage 
capacity  of  180  acre-feet;  (3]  four 
existing  gates  leading  to  a  new  10-foot  in 
diameter  steel  penstock  710  feet  long;  (4] 
a  new  28-  by  38-foot  poweibouse 
containing  one  1.2  MW  and  one  3.6-^fW 
turbine/generator  unit;  (5]  a  new 
tailrace;  (6]  a  100-foot  long,  46-kv 
transmission  line;  and  (7]  appurtenant 
facilities. 

Purpose  of  Exemption — ^An 
exemption,  if  issued,  gives  the  Exemptee 
priority  of  control,  development,  and 
operation  of  the  project  under  the  terms 
of  the  exemption  finm  licensing,  and 
protects  the  Exemptee  from  permit  or 
license  applicants  that  would  seek  to 
take  or  develop  the  project. 

Agency  Comments — ^The  U.S.  Fish  and 
W'ildlife  Service,  The  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  and  the  New  York 
State  Department  of  Environmental 
Conservation  are  requested,  for  the 
purposes  set  forth  in  Section  408  of  the 
Act,  to  submit  within  60  days  from  the 
date  of  issuance  of  this  notice 
appropriate  terms  and  conditions  to 
protect  any  fish  and  wildlife  resources 
or  to  otherwise  cmry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Coordination 
Act.  General  conunents  concerning  the 
project  and  its  resources  are  requested: 
however,  specific  terms  and  conditions 
to  be  included  as  a  condition  of 
exemption  must  be  clearly  identified  in 
the  agency  letter.  If  an  agency  does  not 
file  terms  and  conditions  within  this 
time  period,  that  agency  will  be 
presumed  to  have  none.  Other  Federal, 
State,  and  local  agencies  are  requested 
to  provide  any  comments  they  may  have 
in  accordance  with  their  duties  and 
responsibilities.  No  other  formal 
requests  for  comments  will  be  made. 
Comments  should  be  confined  to 
substantive  issues  relevant  to  the 
granting  of  an  exemption.  If  an  agency 
does  not  file  comments  within  60  days 
fi'om  the  date  of  issueuice  of  this  notice, 
it  will  be  presumed  to  have  no 
comments.  One  copy  of  an  agency’s 
comments  must  also  be  sent  to  the 
Applicant’s  representatives. 

Competing  Applications — ^Any 
qualified  license  applicant  desiring  to 
file  a  competing  application  must  submit 
to  the  Comission,  on  or  before  February' 
3, 1982  either  the  competing  license 
application  that  proposes  to  develop  at 
least  7.5  megawatts  in  that  project  or  a 
notice  of  intent  to  file  such  a  license 
application.  Submission  of  a  timely 
notice  of  intent  allows  an  interested 
person  to  file  the  competing  license 
application  no  later  than  120  days  fi*om 
the  date  that  comments,  protests,  etc. 


are  due.  Applications  for  preliminary  - 
permit  will  not  be  accepted. 

A  notice  of  intent  must  conform  with 
the  requirements  of  18  C.F.R.  4.33(b]  and 
(c]  (1980].  A  competing  license 
application  must  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  18  C.F.R.  4.33(a]  and  (d] 
(1980]. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  18  GF.R.  1.8  or  1.10  (1980].  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  may  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  3, 

1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION*, 
•COMPETING  APPUCATION”. 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETTTION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  Ais  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Ucensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary.  ’ 

[FR  Doc.  81-38754  Piled  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 
aUJNG  CODE  6717-01-M 

IDocfcet  No.  ST82-62-0001 

Louisiana  Resources  Co.;  Application 
for  Approval  of  Rates 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  19, 
1981,  Louisiana  Resources  Company 
(Applicant],  P.O.  Box  3102,  Tulsa, 
Oldahoma  74101,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
ST82-82-000  an  application  pursutuit  to 
Part  284  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
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Policy  Act  of  1978  for  approval  of  rates 
charged  for  transporting  natural  gas  for 
Faustina  Pipe  Line  Company  (Faustina), 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  hie  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  and  Faustina 
have  entered  into  an  agreement  dated 
August  18, 1981,  whereby  Applicant 
would  transport  gas  by  exchange  on 
behalf  of  Faustina  from  a  point  of 
interconnection  between  the  facilities  of 
Applicant  and  The  Superior  Oil 
Company’s  Lowry  gas  plant  in  Cameron 
Parish,  Louisiana,  to  a  point  of 
interconnection  between  the  facilities  of 
Louisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Corporation 
and  Faustina  located  in  St.  James  Parish, 
Louisiana. 

Applicant  proposes  a  base 
transportation  charge  of  22.25  cents  per 
million  Btu  as  a  fair  and  equitable  rate 
for  the  service  rendered. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  January 
11, 1982,  flle  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36725  Tiled  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Project  No.  5638-000] 

Mill  Pond  Associates,  Inc.;  Application 
for  Exemptin  for  Small  Hydroelectric 
Power  Project  Under  5  mW  Capacity 

December  22, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  9, 1981, 
Mill  Pond  Associates,  Inc.,  (Applicant) 
filed  an  application  under  Section  408  of 
the  Energy  Security  Act  of  1980  (Act)  (16 
U.S.C.  2705  and  2708  as  amended],  for 
exemption  of  a  proposed  hydroelectric 
project  from  licensing  under  Part  I  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act.  The  proposed  small 
hydroelectric  project  (F^C  Project  No. 
5638)  would  be  located  on  the  Squam 
River,  Grafton  County,  Hew  Hampshire. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mill  Pond 


Associate,  Inc.,  Box  77 A,  RFD  3, 
Plymouth,  New  Hampshire  03264. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  The  existing 
concrete  and  stone  Ashland  Paper  Mill 
Dam  owned  by  the  Applicant,  200  feet 
long  and  14.5  feet  high,  with  a  56-foot 
long  controlled  spillway  having  3-foot 
high  Dashboards  to  be  replaced;  (2)  an 
existing  reservoir  with  negligible  storage 
capacity  at  485  feet  elevation  m.s.l.;  (3) 
new  trashracks  and  headgate;  (4)  an 
existing  5.5-foot  diameter  penstock,  19 
feet  long;  (5)  an  existing  powerhouse 
containing  an  existing  180  hp  turbine  (to 
be  overhauled)  to  which  would  be 
connected  a  new  100  kW  generator,  (6) 
an  existing  tailrace;  and  (7)  other 
appurtenances.  Applicant  estimates  an 
annual  generationof  630,000  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — ^Project  energy 
would  be  sold  to  the  Public  Service 
Company  of  New  Hampshire. 

Agency  Comments — ^The  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  and  the  New 
Hampshire  Fish  and  Game  Department 
are  requested,  for  the  purposes  set  forth 
in  Section  408  of  the  Act,  to  submit 
within  60  days  from  the  date  of  issuance 
of  this  notice  appropriate  terms  and 
conditions  to  protect  any  fish  and 
wildlife  resources  or  to  otherwise  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Coordination  Act.  General 
comments  concerning  the  project  and  its 
resources  are  requested;  however, 
specific  terms  and  conditions  to  be 
included  as  a  condition  of  exemption 
must  be  clearly  identified  in  the  agency 
letter.  If  an  agency  does  not  file  terms 
and  conditions  within  this  time  period, 
that  agency  will  be  presumed  to  have 
none.  Other  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies  that  receive  this  notice  through 
direct  mailing  fit)m  the  Commission  are 
requested  to  provide  any  comments  they 
may  have  in  accordance  with  their 
duties  and  responsibilities.  No  other 
formal  requests  for  comments  will  be 
made.  Comments  should  be  confined  to 
substantive  issues  relevant  to  the 
granting  of  an  exemption.  If  an  agency 
does  not  file  comments  within  60  days 
fi'om  the  date  of  issuance  of  this  notice, 
it  will  be  presumed  to  have  no 
comments.  One  copy  of  an  agency’s 
comments  must  also  be  sent  to  the 
Applicant’s  representatives. 

Competing  Applications — ^Any 
qualified  license  applicant  desiring  to 
file  a  competing  application  must  submit 
to  the  Commission,  on  or  before 
February  8, 1982,  either  the  competing 
license  application  that  proposes  to 
develop  at  least  7.5  megawatts  in  that 
project,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to  file  such 
a  license  application.  Submission  of  a 
timely  notice  of  intent  allows  an 


interested  person  to  file  the  competing 
license  application  no  later  than  May  4, 
1982.  Applications  for  preliminary 
permit  will  not  be  accepted. 

A  notice  of  intent  must  conform  with 
the  requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33(b)  and 
(c)  (19W).  A  competing  license 
application  must  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33(a)  and  (d) 
(1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980).  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  8, 

1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings,  must  bear  in 
all  capital  letters  the  title 
“COMMENTS”,  “NO’nCE  OF  INTENT 
TO  niE  COMPETING  APPUCA'nON”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCA’nON”, 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETmON  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  tUs  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  mu8t 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36755  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  6717-01-11 


[Docket  No.  CP82-98-000] 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America;  Application 

December  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  1, 1981, 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Applicant),  122  Sou^ 
Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois 
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60603,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP82-98-000 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  sale  of  natural  gas  to 
West  Lake  Arthur  Distribution  Company 
(West  Lake]  on  an  interruptible  basis, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

I^suant  to  a  June  4, 1981,  gas  sales 
agreement.  Applicant  proposes  to  sell  up 
to  20,000,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  to  West 
Lake  for  a  term  of  363  days  fiom  the 
date  of  first  deliveries.  It  is  stated  that 
Applicant  would  deliver  the  gas  to 
Tnmkline  Gas  Company  (Trunkline)  for 
West  Lake’s  account  at  an  existing 
delivery  point  in  Texas.  Trunkline 
would  deliver  the  gas  to  Suger  Bowl  Gas 
Corporation  which  would  transport  the 
gas  to  West  Lake  in  Louisiana. 

It  is  asserted  that  Applicant  would 
charge  West  Lake  for  each  million  Btuof 
gas  sold  hereunder  a  rate  equal  to  the 
average  of  the  rates  eflfective  under 
Applicant’s  currently  efiective  Rate 
Schedules  E-1,  G-1  and  WS-1  each 
minus  the  GRI  siuxharge  which  rate  is 
presently  approximately  $2.95  per 
million  Btu. 

It  is  stated  that  West  Lake  would  use 
the  gas  for  its  general  system  supply. 
Applicant  states  that  it  has  sufficient 
supply  to  make  this  sale  without 
impairing  or  reducing  service  to  its 
present  customers  because  of  excess 
deliverability  due  to  high  take  or  pay 
obligations  and  a  significant  reduction 
in  demand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  January 
12  1982,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  be  come  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  herein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 


without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designees  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  su^  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  ofterwise  advised,  it  will  be 
imnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36739  FUed  12-23-81;  SAS  am] 

BI  LUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  CP74-351 

Pacific  Offshore  Pipeline  C04 
Applicant’s  Report  on  Financing  and 
Petition  for  Approval  of  Financing  and 
Petition  for  Approval  of  Hnancing  Plan 
and  for  Adjustment  of  Certificate 
Procedures  Regarding  Authorized 
Returns  on  Equity 

December  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  4, 1981, 
Pacific  Offshore  Pipeline  Company, 
formerly  Exxon  Pipeline  Company  of 
California  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box  3249, 

Los  Angeles,  California  90051,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP74-35  a  report  on 
financing  pursuant  to  Ordering 
Paragraph  (I)  of  the  Commission’s  order 
issued  June  ^  1981,  in  the  instant  docket 
and  S  157.14(a)(14)  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations,  requesting  Commission 
approval  of  its  dancing  plan  and  a 
determination  that  the  interest  rates,  the 
formula  by  which  the  rates  would  be 
adjusted  aimually  and  other  provisions 
of  the  debt  financing  are  reasonable  and 
prudent  approval  of  the  related  tariff 
and  other  changes  required  to  finance 
and  build  the  Hindo-Las  Flores  Ccmyon 
Project  and  authorization  for  an  equity 
return  of  twenty  percent  during 
construction  of  the  proposed  project  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  report 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

It  is  submitted  that  on  March  17, 1981, 
Applicant  was  authorized  to  construct 
and  operate  facilities  required  to 
transport  and  treat  portions  of  Exxon’s 
Hondo  gas  and  to  sell  the  natural  gas  for 
resale  to  Pacific  Lighting  Gas  Supply 
Company  (PLGS). 

It  is  stated  that  the  Commission’s 
order  of  June  8, 1981,  authorized 
Applicant  to  file  a  request  for 
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adjustments  when  it  had  finalized  its 
financing  plan.  Applicant  states  that  it 
now  has  commitments  for  $65,000,000 
fi-om  three  insurance  companies  for 
construction  and  permanent  debt 
financing  of  the  project  on  a  “project 
financing’’  basis  and  that  fulfillment  of 
these  commitments  is  subject  only  to  the 
preparation  and  execution  of  all 
necessary  documentation. 

Applicant  explains  that  the  debt 
financing  plan  consists  of  $50,000,000  of 
18  percent  Series  A  Adjustable  Rat^ 
Notes  due  August  1, 2003,  and 
$15,000,000  of  7V^  percent  Series  B 
Adjustable  Rate  Notes  due  February  1, 
1992.  In  addition.  Applicant  would  until 
Jime  1, 1983,  have  the  option  to  draw 
down  up  to  an  additional  $5,000,000  in 
the  event  that  70  percent  of  Applicant’s 
actual  construction  expenditures  would 
exceed  $85,000,000.  'The  initial  rate  of 
the  Series  A  and  B  Notes  would  remain 
in  effect  through  January  31, 1983. 
Thereafter,  the  rates  for  the  Series  A 
and  B  Notes  would  be  reset  annually  at 
amounts  equal  to  123  percent  and  119 
percent,  respectively,  of  the  prior  4- 
weeks’  average  of  10-year  Treasury 
Constant  Maturity  Index.  The  interest 
rate  on  the  Series  A  and  B  Notes  would 
not  exceed  25  percent  nor  be  less  that  10 
percent  at  any  time  and  would  be 
governed  by  the  law  of  the  State  of  New 
York.  Interest  on  the  Series  A  and  B 
Notes  would  be  paid  semi-annuaUy  on 
February  1  and  August  1  of  each  year 
beginning  February  1, 1982  for  the  Series 
A  Notes  and  August  1, 1982,  for  the 
Series  B  Notes.  Beginning  February  1, 
1984,  and  continuing  on  each  semi¬ 
annual  note  payment  date  until 
maturity,  principal  payments  of  2.5 
percent  of  the  aggregate  of  the  Series  A 
and  B  Notes  originally  issued  would  be 
made.  The  Series  A  Notes  may  not  be 
prepaid  prior  to  March  1 1993;  thereafter 
they  may  be  prepaid  under  certain 
circumstances  at  a  redemption  price 
which  ranges  fit>m  107.2  percent  to  100 
percent  The  Series  B  Notes  may  not  be 
prepaid  at  any  time  during  the  life  of  the 
Notes. 

Applicant  further  explains  that 
subject  to  a  timely  approval  of  the 
financing  plan  by  the  Commission  and 
satisfactory  completion  of 
documentation,  ^6,500,000  of  the  Series 
A  Notes  would  be  available  for  delivery 
on  or  about  December  15, 1981.  The 
balance  of  the  Series  A  Notes, 
$33,500,000,  and  the  $15,000,000  of  Series 
B  Notes  would  be  delivered  on  or  about 
March  1, 1982. 

It  is  asserted  that  as  a  requirement  of 
the  project  financing,  the  lenders 
insisted  on  an  assignment  to  the  trustee 
of  the  revenues  payable  under 
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Applicant’s  approved  tariff  by  the 
ultimate  purchaser  of  Applicant’s  gas. 
Southern  California  Gas  Company 
(SoCal).  This  assignment  would  have 
involv^  pledging  the  revenues  due  to 
PLGS  from  SoCal  under  the  Resale 
Agreement.  PLGS  was  unable  to  make 
such  an  assignment  because  of  a 
negative  pledge  covenant  in  its  present 
indenture,  it  is  said.  Therefore,  a  new 
resale  agreement  has  been  signed 
between  Applicant  and  SoCal  for  whom 
this  gas  was  and  is  ultimately  destined. 
PLGS  would  not  be  a  party  to  the  gas 
purchase  and  sale  transaction  and 
SoCal  would  be  substituted  as  buyer 
from  Applicant.  Payments  by  SoCal 
would  continue  to  be  made  directly  to 
Applicant  and  from  Applicant  to  the 
lenders  so  long  as  Applicant  is  not  in 
default. 

Applicant  estimates  that  the  out-of- 
pocket  capital  costs  for  the  pipeline 
from  Exxon’s  Hondo  platform  to  the  gas 
treatment  plant  and  for  the  plant  would 
aggregate  $92,900,000,  including  interest 
on  debt  during  construction  at  an 
average  rate  of  17.83  percent.  Applicant 
would  hnance  70  percent  of  such  capital 
costs  with  the  fimds  obtained  horn  the 
sale  of  securities  as  outlined  in  the 
report.  The  remaining  out-of-pocket 
capital  costs  would  be  ffnanced  with 
equity  from  Applicant’s  parent  Pacific 
Interstate  Company,  which  in  turn 
would  receive  such  funds  from  its 
parent,  Pacific  Lighting  Corporation. 
Assuming  an  equity  return  of  20  percent 
as  requested  herein  the  total  investment 
for  the  project  including  equity  AFUDC 
is  expected  to  aggregate  $100,600,000. 

On  this  basis  the  three  year  average  cost 
of  service  produces  an  initial  rate  of 
$5.47  per  million  Btu,  it  is  asserted. 

Applicant  states  that  when  this 
project  goes  into  operation.  Applicant’s 
capital  structure  would  equate  to  65 
percent  debt  and  35  percent  equity  as 
follows: 


Percent 

$M 

Debt 

Equity 

Out-of-pocket  capital  costs: 

Estimated  construction 

$80.9 

70 

30 

Estimated  interest  dwing 

12.0 

70 

30 

92.9 

70 

30 

Equity  AFUDC  and  otttar 

77 

100 

100.6 

65 

35 

It  is  further  explained  that  the  equity 
component  to  which  an  equity  return 
allowance  would  be  applied  is 
comprised  of  30  percent  of  the  out-(^- 
pocket  capital  costs  including  interest 
accrued  during  construction  plus  equity 
AFXJDC,  and  ^e  debt  component  is 


comprised  solely  of  70  percent  of  the 
capital  costs. 

Applicant  states  that  it  would  deposit 
the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the  Notes 
into  an  escrow  account  where  funds 
would  become  available  to  Applicant  to 
the  extent  of  70  percent  of  actual 
expenditures  and  upon  presentation  of  a 
certificate  to  the  escrow  agent 
evidencing  actual  expenditures  for 
construction  and  the  escrowed  funds 
would  be  invested  in  "eligible 
investments”  as  defined  in  the  Summary 
of  Terms  of  the  Offering  Memorandum. 
As  between  Applicant  and  Pacific 
Lighting  Corporation,  Applicant  would 
be  required  to  pay  interest  only  on  those 
funds  drawn  down  for  construction 
purposes;  interest  on  funds  not  yet 
requested  by  Applicant  would  paid 
by  Pacific  Lighting  Corporation. 

Applicant  states  that  three  principal 
changes  have  been  made  in  the  Pro 
Forma  Tariff  as  submitted  to  the 
Commission  in  the  Amendment  to 
Application  of  Pacific  Offshore  Pipeline 
Company  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  filed  June  6, 
1979.  ’These  changes.  Applicant  states, 
are  as  follows: 

(1)  ’The  first  principal  change  is  in 
section  5  of  the  Rate  Schedule  G-1. 
Section  5  has  been  changed  to  reflect 
the  treatment  of  revenues  and  costs 
during  the  initial  year  of  operations  as 
per  Ordering  Paragraph  (F^  of  the  June  8, 
1981,  order.  According  to  this  Ordering 
Paragraph,  Applicant  would  treat  all 
revenues  and  costs  as  “earnings  and 
expenses  during  construction”  and 
record  AFUDC  in  accordance  with  18 
CFR  Part  201  during  the  initial  year  of 
operation. 

(2)  Section  6  has  been  added  to  Rate 
Schedule  G-1  describing  the  take-or-pay 
obligations  between  Buyer  and  Seller  as 
specified  in  the  Resale  Agreement 
between  Am>licant  and  SoCal. 

(3)  An  Interest  Cost  Adjustment 
Provision  has  been  added  as  section  15 
of  the  General  Terms  and  Conditions  to 
carry  out  the  intent  of  the  June  8, 1981, 
Order  as  stated  on  page  14  and  Ordering 
Paragraph  (I).  Lenders  are  relying  on  the 
ability  of  Applicant  to  recoup  promptly 
charges  and  debt  service  costs  and  have 
made  Commission  approval  of  this  tariff 
provision  a  condition  of  their 
commitment.  On  Page  14  of  the  June  8, 
Order,  the  Commission  stated. 

Applicant  will  be  permitted  to  recover  all 
actual  prudent  debt  costs,  that  is,  Applicant 
will  be  permitted  to  recover  debt  costs  in  the 
manner  and  under  the  terms  set  out  in  the 
proposed  tariff,  so  long  as  the  interest  rate 
and  othmr  provisions  of  the  debt  fmancing  are 
reasonable  and  prudent  in  the  judgment  ^ 
the  Commission. 


In  addition,  sectimi  16  has  been  added 
at  the  request  of  the  lenders  to  clarify 
the  buyer’s  obligations  under  the 
Minimum  Bill  and  Monthly  Fixed 
Charge. 

Applicant  states  that  it  requested  an 
after-tax  rate  of  return  on  equity  of  15 
percent  when  its  amendment  was  filed 
in  June  of  1979.  The  March  Decision 
provided  for  an  equity  return  of  12.8 
percent  or  one-half  of  one  percentage 
point  above  the  assumed  cost  of  debt  of 
12.3  percent.  The  Jtme  8  order  increased 
the  return  on  equity  allowance  to  the 
level  requested  in  1979. 

Applicant  asserts  that  current 
economic  and  market  conditions  clearly 
demonstrate  that  the  15  percent  return 
on  equity  proposed  in  1^9,  when  debt 
costs  were  assumed  to  be  10  percent  is 
not  reasonable  nor  appropriate  for 
equity  which  must  be  committed  to  this 
project  today.  Accordingly,  Applicant 
submits  herewith  an  analysis  of  the  cost 
of  equity  capital  of  Pacific  Lighting 
Corporation,  the  equity  source  for  this 
project.  Applicant  asserts  that  this 
analysis  produces  a  range  of  18.9 
percent  to  23.0  percent  as  the  current 
cost  of  equity  capital  to  Pacific  Lighting 
Corporation,  and  is  based  on  three 
methods: 

(1)  Earnings  Valuation  Method.  ’This 
method  relates  the  earnings  of  Pacific 
Lighting  Corporation  common  stock  to 
its  market  value.  ’The  investor’s  required 
return  i.e.,  the  company’s  cost  of  capital, 
is  calculated  by  dividing  earnings  by  the 
market  price  of  the  stock. 

(2)  Dividend  Valuation  Method.  This 
method  is  based  on  the  recognitiem  that 
an  investor  in  commem  stock  is 
interested  in  the  future  return  on  his 
investment  in  the  form  of  future 
dividends  plus  the  value  of  his 
investment  at  the  end  of  a  future  period. 
The  cost  of  equity  capital  is  determined 
by  taking  the  current  dividend  yield  and 
adding  to  it  the  estimated  rate  at  whidi 
investors  expect  the  dividend  will  grow 
in  the  future. 

(3)  Utility  Bond  to  Equity  Risk 
Premium  Method.  'This  method  is  based 
on  investors’  requirements  of  a  higher 
return  on  common  equity  capital  than  on 
debt  capital.  The  investors  required 
return,  i.en  the  company’s  cost  of  equity 
capitaL  is  calculated  by  adding  a  risk 
premium  to  die  current  bond  yield. 

It  is  indicated  that  the  lower  end  of 
the  range  is  reflected  by  the  F.iirnmg« 
Valuation  Method  and  in  effect  is  the 
rate  Pacific  lighting  Corporation  would 
realize  if  ic  repurchased  its  own  shares 
in  the  c^n  miaiket.  Applicant  asserts 
that  this  enviously  would  entail  none  of 
the  risks  associated  with  investment  in 
Applicant’s  project  and  diat 
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accordingly,  a  return  of  equity  of  at  least 
20  percent  is  clearly  warranted  and 
appropriate  for  this  project.  ^ 

Applicant  states  that  no  matter  what 
rationale  is  used,  there  is  greater  risk  to 
equity  in  this  project  than  to  the  debt, 
and  that  equity  in  this  project  continues 
to  bear  the  completion  risk,  the  market 
risk,  the  political  risk,  the  reserve  life 
risk,  the  force  majeure  risks  and  the 
risks  inherent  in  a  siixgle  source  of 
associated  gas,  the  production  of  which 
is  in  the  sole  control  of  Exxon 
Corporation.  These  are  the  risks  in 
existence  now  and  for  which  the  equity 
is  entitled  to  a  fair  and  reasonable 
return  now,  it  is  asserted.  Further,  it  is 
asserted,  as  the  cost  of  debt  has 
continued  to  increase,  so  too  has  the 
cost  of  equity,  and  that  the  equity 
investment  in  this  project  represents 
new  equity  money,  for  which  the  current 
market  costs  of  equity  money  would  be 
incurred.  If  that  cost  is  not  allowed  as 
the  equity  rate  of  return,  the  result  could 
only  be  a  negative  impact  on  the  market 
price  of  PaciHc  Lighting  Corporation’s 
common  stock,  it  is  asserted.  Applicant 
submits  that  this  could  then  impair 
Applicant’s  ability  to  raise  capital  and 
would  litlimately  increase  the  cost  of 
service  to  customers.  Rates  of  return  for 
new  companies  which  require  both  new 
debt  and  new  equity  should  not  be 
constrained  by  rates  of  return  existing 
for  mature  operating  gas  transmission 
companies,  it  is  asserted.  Applicant 
therefore  urges  this  Commission,  as  part 
of  its  review  and  approval  of  the 
Rnancing  package,  to  adjust  the  return 
on  equity  for  the  interim  period  to  reflect 
its  actual  current  cost  of  at  least  20 
percent. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
report  should  on  or  before  January  12, 
1982,  nie  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Conunission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  pjetition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36737  Filed  12.23-81;  8:45  am| 

BtLUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER78-338] 

Public  Service  Company  of  New 
Mexico;  Compliance  Filing 

December  17, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  December  9, 1981, 
Public  Service  Company  of  New  Mexico 
filed  an  additional  compliance  report  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Opinion  No.  133,  issued  November  9, 
1981.  The  compliance  report  contains 
the  annualized  test  period  revenues  for 
the  currently  effective  retail  rates 
prescribed  by  the  New  Mexico  Public 
Service  Commission  and  a  comparative 
rate  of  return  analysis  for  retail  service 
to  the  City  of  Gallup,  New  Mexico. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  this  filing  should  file  comments 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  January  7, 1982.  Comments  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kennedi  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36728  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Project  Na  2937-001] 

Quincy-Columbia  Basin  Irrigation 
Distri^  East-Columbia  Basin  Irrigation 
District,  and  South-Coiumbia  Basin 
Irrigation  District;  Application  for  a 
Major  License 

December  22, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Quincy-Columbia 
Basin  Irrigation  District,  East-Columbia 
Basin  Irrigation  District  and  South- 
Columbia  Basin  Irrigation  District 
(Applicant)  jointly  filed  on  October  19, 
1981,  an  application  for  license 
(pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a) — 825(r))  for  the  proposed 
Quincy  Chute  Hyikoelectric  project, 
FERC  No.  2937,  to  be  located  at  the  base 
of  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Reclamation’s 
(USBR)  Quincy  Chute,  a  drop  structure 
at  canal  mile  37.7  on  the  West  Canal  of 
the  USKI’s  Columbia  Basin  Project  in 
grant  County,  near  Quincy,  Washington. 
The  project  would  affect  lands  for  which 
the  United  States  has  easement  rights 
and  are  under  the  administration  of 
USBR.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Tom  Cotton,  Manager,  Quincy-Columbia 
Basin  Irrigation  District,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Quincy,  Washington  99848  with  copies 


to:  Mr.  John  Baird,  Baird  and  White,  P.O. 
Box  605,  Ephrata,  Washington  96823. 

Project  Description  The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  An  intake 
structure  consisting  of  short  canaL  a  bar 
screen  structure,  and  a  transition 
section;  (2)  a  1,470-foot  long,  14-foot 
diameter  steel  penstock  leading  to;  (3)  a 
powerhouse  to  contain  a  Kaplan-ty]^, 
turbine-generating  unit  with  a  rated 
capacity  of  7.8  MW;  (4)  a  tailrace 
channel;  (5)  a  1.8-mile  long,  115-kV 
transmission  line;  and  (6)  a  substation  to 
be  built  next  to  an  existing  115-kV  Grant 
County  PUD  No.  2  Transmission  line. 

Purpose  of  Project — Project  energy 
would  be  sold  to  Bonneville  Power 
Administration  or  a  utility  company. 

The  estimated  average  aimual  energy 
output  is  29.23  million  kWh.  The  West 
Canal,  in  the  vicinity  of  the  proposed 
project  does  not  receive  substantial 
recreational  use  and  has  limited 
potential  for  recreation.  Applicant 
proposes  no  recreational  facilities  at  the 
project  site  since  the  existing  irrigation 
facilities  have  inherent  safety  hazards 
because  of  the  chute.  Applicant 
estimates  the  cost  of  the  project  to  be 
about  $13.7  million. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  Me  a  competing  application 
must^submit  to  the  Commission,  or 
before  March  1, 1982,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  (See  18  CFR 
4.33(a)  and  (d))  or  a  notice  of  intent  (See 
18  CFR  4.33(b)  and  (c)  to  file  a 
competing  application.  Submission  of  a 
timely  notice  of  intent  allows  an 
interested  person  to  file  an  acceptable 
competing  application  no  later  than  the 
time  specified  in  §  4.33(c)  or  §  4.101  et. 
seq.  (1981). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  March  1, 1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”. 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  tUs  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
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filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Enwgy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  die  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  eadi  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36734  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

Btame  code  6717-4>i-m 


[Project  Na  5610-000] 

Town  of  Skykomish;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

December  18, 1961. 

Take  notice  that  the  Town  of 
Skykomish  (Applicant)  filed  on 
November  5, 1981,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  (pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r])  for  Project  No.  5610  to  be  known 
as  the  Upper  North  Forit  Skykomish 
Hydropower  Project  located  on  the 
North  Fork  of  the  Skykmnish  Rivn*  in 
Snohomish  County,  Washington.  The 
project  would  lie  within  Snognalmie 
National  Forest.  The  application  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Town  of 
Skykomish,  P.O.  Box  306,  Skykomish, 
Washington  98288,  Attention:  Mayor. 

Profect  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  coiwist  of.  (1)  A 
reinforced  concrete  and  natural  rock 
diversion  dam  7  feet  high  with  a 
negligible  storage;  (2)  approximately  3 
miles  of  open  diversion  ^annel  and  1 
mile  of  buried  pipeline;  (3)  surge  tank 
and  800  feet  of  penstock;  (4)  a 
powerhouse  containing  a  turbine 
generator  with  12Ji  MW  capacity  and  80 
GWh  annual  energy  production;  and  (5) 
appurtenant  facilities.  Power  produced 
would  be  used  to  offset  power 
purchases  made  by  the  Town  of 
Skykomish. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  constructi<m.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  term  of  24 
monUu,  during  which  time  engineering, 
economic  and  enviitHimental  studies 
will  be  conducted  to  ascertain  inoject 


feasibility  and  to  suppcurt  application  for 
a  license  to  construct  and  operate  the 
project.  The  estimated  cost  of  those 
activities  is  $100,000. 

Competing  Applicatioia. — Anyone 
desiring  to  ^  a  con^ieting  application 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  cm  or  before  March  22, 
1982,  the  competing  application  itself,  or 
a  notice  of  intent  to  Hie  such  an 
application  (see:  18  CFR  4.30  et  seq. 
(1981)). 

The  Commission  will  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
from  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  response 
to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 
an  application  for  license  or  exemption 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
or  before  February  22, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  application 
forthcoming.  Any  application  for  license 
or  exemption  htm  licensing  most  be 

filed  in  accordance  with  tlie  _ 

Commission's  regulations’ (see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et  seq.  or  4.101  et  seq.  (1961),  as 
appropriate). 

Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
to  file  an  apj^ication  for  preliminary 
permit,  allows  an  interested  persim  to 
file  an  acceptable  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  no  later  than 
April  22, 1982. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  frmn  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene— hnyaae  may  sulnnit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  Februcury  22, 
1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION", 
“PROTEST",  or  “PETmON  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicaUe,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  tl^  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 


regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  iHumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  fiirst 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-38730  Filed  12-23-81;  8;4S  an) 

BILUNO  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  CP82-102-000] 

Southern  Natural  Gas  C04  AppMcaMon 

December  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  2, 1981, 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  2563,  Birmingham, 
Alabama  35202,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP82-102-000  an  applicaticm  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  acquisition 
and  operation  of  certain  natural  gas 
facilities  from  Black  Warrior  Pipeline 
Company  (Black  Warrior],  a  wholly- 
tiwned  subsidiary  of  Applicant,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  requests  authorization  to 
acquire  approximately  9  miles  of  8%* 
inch  pipeline,  approximately  8  miles  of 
gathering  pipeline  and  certain 
appurtenant  facilities  located  in  Monroe 
County,  Mississippi.  The  facilities  were 
originally  constructed  to  gather  and 
transport  the  total  gas  deliverable  from 
reserves  owned  by  certain  producers  in 
the  Corinne  Field,  Monroe  County,  to 
Mississippi  Valley  Gas  Company 
(MVG). 

It  is  stated  that  W.  R.  Grace  ft 
Company  committed  to  Applicant  an 
approximate  50  percent  interest  in  the 
North  Corinne  Field  reserves  which 
^ck  Warrior  agreed  to  transport  to  the 
Muldon  Storage  Field,  Monroe  County, 
Mississippi,  which  service  required 
Blade  Warrior  to  construct 
approximately  4.5  miles  of  additiond 
pipeline  and  certain  appurtenant 
facilities.  Applicant  explains  that  as  a 
result  of  its  inability  to  take  all  the  gas 
available  to  it,  MVG  arranged  to  cancel 
its  contract  for  the  purchase  of  the  North 
Corinne  Field  reserves  and  on 
November  11, 1980,  Applicant 
contracted  to  purchase  those  reserves 
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from  the  sellers  subject  to  receipt  by 
Black  Warrior  of  Commission  approval 
of  a  long-term  transportation  service 
pursuant  to  section  311(a)(2)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978. 

It  is  stated  that  the  November  11, 

1980,  gas  purchase  contract  grants  the 
parties  the  right  to  cancel  the  contract  if 
an  acceptable  authorization  is  not 
issued  to  Black  Warrior  by  November  w, 

11. 1981,  but  Applicant  does  not  wish  to 
cancel  the  contract  and  has  notified  the 
sellers  that  it  would  seek  to  acquire  the 
facilities  of  Black  Warrior  in  order  to 
begin  receiving  the  additional  reserves 
in  an  expeditious  manner.  Applicant 
states  that  it  would  acquire  all  the 
facilities  of  Black  Warrior  at  their  book 
value  by  liquidation  of  Black  Warrior  at 
a  total  acquisition  cost  of  $2,297,786. 

It  is  asserted  that  Grace  Petroleum 
Corporation  would  continue  to  operate  a 
portion  of  said  facilities  pursuant  to  an 
operating  agreement  between  Grace 
Petroleum  Corporation  and  Black 
Warrior. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  January 

12. 1982,  Hie  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  Hie  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
Hied  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  Hnds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certiHcate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  Hied,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 


unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36735  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  ain| 
mUJNG  CODE  6717-01-« 

[Project  No.  5441-0001 

Southern  Utah  Valley  Power  Project; 
Application  for  Short-Form  License 
(Minor) 

December  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  Southern  Utah 
Valley  Power  Project  (Applicant)  Hied 
on  September  24, 1981,  an  application 
for  short-form  license  (minor)  (pursuant 
to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C. 

791(a) — 825(r))  for  Project  No.  5441  to  be 
known  as  the  Santaquin  Project  located 
on  Summit  Creek  near  Santaquin  in 
Utah  County,  Utah.  The  application  is 
on  Hie  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  Clark  Bigler, 
Executive,  Southern  Utah  Valley  Power 
Project,  Box  371,  Payson,  Utah  84651  and 
Ronald  G.  Greening,  Esquire,  Duncan, 
Allen  and  Mitchell,  1575  Eye  Street, 

N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 

Project  Description. — ^The  proposed 
nm-of-the-river  project  would  consist  of 
existing  facilities  including:  (1)  A  small 
reinforced  concrete  diversion  dam,  14.5 
feet  long  and  5.5  feet  high,  with  no 
signiHcant  impoundment;  (2)  a  gated 
intake  structure  with  trash  screen;  and 
new  project  works  to  include,  (3)  a  30- 
inch  diameter  steel  penstock  about 
14,000  feet  long,  (4)  a  sheet  metal-steel 
framed  powerhouse,  20  feet  wide  and  30 
feet  long,  housing  an  impulse-type 
turbine  and  generating  unit  rated  at  600 
kW  or  800  kW  capacity  (depending  on 
minimum  flow  release  requirements  yet 
to  be  decided  upon  by  the  Utah  Division 
of  Fish  and  Wildlife  Resources);  (5)  a 
short  60-inch  diameter  steel  discharge 
line;  (6)  a  tailrace  channel;  (7)  a  300-feet 
long  7.2/l2.5-kV  transmission  line;  (8) 
electrical  facilities;  and  (9)  other 
appurtenances.  Applicant  estimates 
annual  generation  would  average 
3,300,000  kWh  without  minimum  flow 
requirments,  and  1,800,000  kWh  with 
minimum  flow  requirements.  Project 
energy  will  be  utilized  within  the 
Applicant’s  distribution  system  for  sale 
to  retail  customers. 

Competing  Applications. — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  Hie  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  February  24, 1982,  the  competing 
application  itself,  (See  18  CFR  4.33(a) 
and  (d))  or  a  notice  of  intent  (See  18  CFR 
4.33(b)  and  (c))  to  Hie  such  an 


application.  Submission  of  a  timely 
notice  of  intent  allows  an  interested 
party  to  Hie  an  acceptable  competing 
application  no  later  than  the  time 
speciHed  in  §  4.33(c)  or  §  4.101  (c)  or 
§  4.101  et  seq.  (1981). 

Agency  Comments. — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  requested  to  provide 
conunents  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  the  Fish  and  Widllife 
Coordination  Act,  the  Endangered 
Species  Act,  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act,  the  Historical  and 
Archeological  Preservation  Act,  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  Pub. 
L  No.  88-29,  and  other  applicable 
statutes.  No  other  formal  requests  for 
comments  will  be  made. 

Comments  should  be  conHned  to 
substantive  issues  relevant  to  the 
issuance  of  a  license.  A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.  If  an  agency  does 
not  Hie  comments  within  the  time  set 
below,  it  will  be  presumed  to  have  no 
comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene. — ^Any  one  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980).  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  Hied,  but 
only  those  who  Hie  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  may  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  24, 
1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents. — Any  Hlings  must  bear  in 
all  capital  letters  the  title 
“COMMENTS”,  “PROTESTS”,  or 
“PETITION  TO  INTERVENE”,  as 
applicable,  and  the  Project  Number  of 
this  notice.  Any  of  the  above  named 
documents  must  be  Hied  by  providing 
the  original  and  those  copies  required  by 
the  Commission’s  regulations  to: 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Conunission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be 
sent  to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief, 
Applications  Branch,  Division  of 
Hydropower  Licensing,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Room  208  RB  at 
the  above  address.  A  copy  of  any 
petition  to  intervene  must  also  be  served 
upon  each  representative  of  the 
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Applicant  specified  in  the  Hrst 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36756  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 

BHJJNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ST82-55-000] 

Supenn  Pipeline;  Application  for 
Approval  of  Rates 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  16, 

1981,  Supenn  Pipeline  (Applicant),  P.O. 
Box  51108,  Lafayette,  Louisiana  70505, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  ST82-55-000  an 
application  pursuant  to  Part  284  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  for 
approval  of  rates  charged  for 
transporting  natural  Gas  Company 
(Southern),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  which  is  on  hie  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  a  rate  of  13.04 
cents  per  Mcf  as  fair  and  equitable  for 
transporting  gas  for  both  United  and 
Southern. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  January 
11, 1982,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36727  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am) 

BHJJNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Pix^  No.  5266-000] 

Lawrence  R.  Taft;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Lawrence  R.  Taft 
(Applicant)  filed  on  August  24, 1981,  an 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
(pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r))  for  Project  No.  5266 
to  be  known  as  the  Cranberry  Lake 
Power  Project  located  on  the  East 
Branch  Oswegatchie  River  in  the  Town 


of  Clifton,  St,  Lawrence  County,  New 
York.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Philip  ]. 
Movish,  Daverman  &  Associates,  500 
South  Salina  Street,  Syracuse,  New  York 
13202. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  existing  facilities 
owned  by  the  Oswegatchie  River- 
Cranberry  Lake  Commission  consisting 
of:  (1)  A  162-foot  long  and  17-foot  high 
concrete  gravity-type  dam  having  a  110- 
foot  long  spillway  section  and  having 
five  sluice  ways;  (2)  a  reservoir  having  a 
surface  area  of  6,975  acres  and  a  storage 
capacity  of  60,100  acre-feet  at  normal 
maximum  pool  elevation  1,486  m.s.l.; 
and  (3)  appurtenant  facilities. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  a  new 
powerhouse  at  the  toe  of  the  dam 
containing  three  generating  units  having 
a  total  rated  capacity  of  400  kW. 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  output  would  be  2,450,000 
kWh.  Project  energy  would  be  sold  to 
Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corporation. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — h  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months,  during  which  time  it  would 
perform  technical  and  economic 
feasibility  studies,  investigations,  and 
the  work  involved  to  prepare  an 
application  for  a  FERC  license. 

Applicant  estimates  the  cost  of  the 
studies  under  the  permit  would  be 
$10,000. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission  on  or  before  March  19, 
1982,  the  competing  application  itself,  or 
a  notice  of  intent  to  file  such  an 
application  (see:  18  CFR  4.30  et  seq. 
(1981);  and  Docket  No.  RM81-15,  issued 
October  29, 1981,  46  FR  55245,  November 
9, 1981.) 

The  Commission  will  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
from  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  response 
to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 
an  application  for  license  or  exemption 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
or  before  February  19, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  application 
forthcoming.  Any  application  for  license 
or  exemption  from  licensing  must  be 
filed  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations  (see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et  seq.  or  4.101  et  seq.  (1981),  as 
appropriate). 

Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
to  file  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit,  allows  an  interested  person  to 


file  an  acceptable  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  no  later  than 
April  19, 1982. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  February  19, 
1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCA’nON”, 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  ^is  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copips  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36728  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  CP82-94-000] 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp.; 
Application 

December  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  24, 
1981,  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation  (Texas  Eastern),  P.O.  Box 
2521,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in 
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Docket  No.  CP82-94-000  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c]  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authori2ing 
the  transportation  of  natural  gas  for 
Elizabethtown  Gas  Company 
(Elizabethtown),  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Pursuant  to  a  transportation 
agreement  dated  November  16, 1981, 
Applicant  proposes  to  transport  up  to 
40,000  dekatherms  (dt)  equivalent  of 
natural  gas  per  day  less  quantities 
retained  for  applicable  shrinkage  for  the 
account  of  Elizabethtown.  It  is 
submitted  that  Elizabethtown  has 
purchased  a  supply  of  natiu*al  gas  horn 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Consolidated)  to  help  fulfill  its  need  for 
a  greater  natural  gas  supply. 

Applicant  states  it  would  receive  the 
subject  gas  by  displacement  from 
Consolidated  at  the  existing  point  of 
interconnection  between  Applicant  and 
Consolidated  located  at  Applicant’s 
meter  station  082  in  Westmoreland 
County,  Pennsylvania,  or  at  other 
mutually  agreeable  existing  delivery 
points  in  Applicant’s  Zone  C  and  would 
redeliver  equivalent  quantities  to 
Elizabethtown  at  the  existing  point  of 
interconnection  between  Applicant  and 
Elizabethtown  located  at  Applicant’s 
meter  station  275  in  Middlesex  County, 
New  Jersey,  or  other  mutually  agreeable 
existing  points  of  delivery.  Applicant 
proposes  in  the  alternative  to  transport 
and  deliver  the  subject  gas  to 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Transco)  for  the  account  of 
Elizabethtown  at  the  existing  point  of 
interconnection  between  Applicant  and 
Transco  at  Transco’s  meter  station  249 
at  Skippack,  Pennsylvania,  or  Transco’s 
meter  station  244  located  at  Linden, 

New  Jersey,  for  delivery  to 
Elizabethtown. 

Applicant  states  it  would  perform  the 
proposed  transportation  service  for  a 
term  of  one  year  commencing  on  the 
date  of  initial  delivery. 

It  is  asserted  that  Applicant  would 
charge  Elizabethtown  its  presently 
applicable  Rate  Schedule  TS-1  basic 
rate  of  13.98  cents  per  dt  equivalent; 
provided,  however,  for  quantities 
transported  and  delivered  by  Applicant 
which  when  added  to  the  quantities 
delivered  to  Elizabethtown  imder 
Applicant’s  Rate  Schedules  TS-1  and 
SS-11  and  other  transportation 
agreements  exceed  the  combined  total 
curtailment  of  natural  gas  sales  to 
Elizabethtown  under  all  of  Applicant’s 
firm  sales  rate  schedules.  Applicant 
would  charge  Elizabethtown  the 
presently  effective  Rate  Schedule  TS-1 


excess  rate  of  16.02  cents  per  dt 
equivalent.  In  addition.  Applicant  would 
retain  3.0  percent  of  all  gas  received  for 
transportation  from  April  16  through 
November  15  of  each  year  and  6.0 
percent  of  all  gas  received  for 
transportation  ffom  November  16 
throu^  April  15  of  each  year  for 
shrinkage. 

Applicant  further  proposes  to  retain 
all  revenues  resulting  from 
transportation  of  gas  for  Elizabethtown. 

The  service  proposed  herein  would 
enable  Elizabethtown  to  implement  its 
agreement  to  purchase  gas  from 
Consolidated. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  January 
12, 1982,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
I.IOJ  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  su^  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Mumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-38740  Filed  1Z-2S-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUIIG  COOE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  CP82-95-0001 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp^ 
Application 

December  21. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  25, 

1981,  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1396, 
Houston,  Texas  77251,  ^ed  in  Docket 
No.  CP82-95-000  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  natural  gas  on 
behalf  of  UGI  Corporation,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  transport 
natural  gas  which  is  avaUable  to  UGI 
pursuant  to  a  storage  arrangement 
between  Penn-York  Energy  Corporation 
(Perm-York)  and  UGI.  It  is  asserted  that 
Penn-York  would  make  up  to  20,000 
dekatherms  (dt)  equivalent  of  natural 
gas  per  day  available  to  its  affiliate. 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation, 
which  in  turn,  would  redeliver 
equivalent  quantities  to  Applicant. 
Applicant  states  it  would  redeliver 
thermally  equivalent  quantities  of  gas, 
less  compressor  fuel  and  line  loss  make¬ 
up,  to  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation  (Columbia)  for  the  account 
of  UGI  at  the  existing  delivery  points 
between  Applicant  and  Columbia  at 
Downingtown,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Rockville,  Maryland,  or  other  existing 
delivery  points  within  Applicant’s  Rate 
Zone  3. 

Applicant  proposes  such  service  for  a 
term  beginning  on  the  date  of  initial 
deliveries  and  ending  March  31, 1982. 
The  transportation  would  be 
interruptible  at  Applicant’s  sole 
discretion.  It  is  stated  that  UGI  would 
initially  pay  Applicant  7.0  cents  per  dt 
equivalent  for  the  proposed  service  and 
Applicant  would  retain  0.7  percent  of 
the  quantities  received  for  compressor 
fuel  and  line  loss  make-up. 

It  is  asserted  that  UGI  would  use  the 
subject  gas  to  reduce  its  anticipated 
curtailment  during  the  current  winter 
heating  season. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  )€muary 
12, 1982,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
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appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  hie  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by, 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
flled  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  Hnds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certihcate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36738  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 

MLUNO  CODE  6717-411-M 


[Docket  Nos.  RM79-34  and  ST82-1] 

Transportation  Certificates  for  Naturai 
Gas  Dispiacement  of  Fuei  Oii  and 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.;  Seif- 
impiementing  Transactions 

December  17, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  following 
transactions  have  been  reported  to  the 
Commission  as  being  implemented ' 
pursuant  to  Part  284  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  and  sections  311  and  312  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA).  The  “Recipient”  column  in  the 
following  table  indicates  the  entity 
receiving  or  purchasing  the  natural  gas 
in  each  transaction. 

f 

The  “Part  284  Subpart”  column  in  the 
following  table  indicates  the  type  of 
transaction.  A  “B”  indicates 
transportation  by  an  interstate  pipeline 
pursuant  to  §  284.102  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

A  “C”  indicates  transportation  by  an 
intrastate  pipeline  pursuant  to  §  284.122 
of  the  Commission’s  Regulations.  In 
those  cases  where  Commission  approval 
of  a  transportation  rate  is  sought 
pursuant  to  §  284.123(b)(2],  the  table 
lists  the  proposed  rate  and  expiration 
date  for  the  150-day  period  for  staff 
action.  Any  person  seeking  to 
participate  in  the  proceeding  to  approve 


a  rate  listed  in  the  table  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission. 

A  “D”  indicates  a  sale  by  an 
intrastate  pipeline  pursuant  to  §  284.142 
of  fhe  Commission’s  Regulations  and 
section  311(b)  of  the  NGPA.  Any 
interested  person  may  file  a  complaint 
concerning  such  sales  pursuant  to 
§  284.147(d]  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations. 

A  “E”  indicates  an  assignment  by  an 
intrastate  ^peline  pursuant  to  §  284.163' ' 
of  the  Commission’s  Regulations  and 
section  312  of  the  NGPA. 

An  “F”  indicates  a  fuel  oil 
displacement  transaction  implemented 
pursuant  to  §  284.202  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations.  Any 
interested  persons  may  file  a  complaint 
concerning  such  transaction  pursuant  to 
§  284.205(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations. 

A  “G”  indicates  transportation  by  an 
interstate  pipeline  on  behalf  of  another 
interstate  pipeline  pursuant  to  a  blanket 
certificate  issued  under  §  284.221  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

A  “G  (HT)”  indicates  transportation, 
sales  or  assignments  by  an  Hinshaw 
Pipelinp  pursuant  to  a  blanket  certificate 
issued  under  §  284.222  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


"SSI  'W' 


United  Gas  Pipe  Lme  Co . 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co . 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co . 

The  East  Ohio  Gas  Co . 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Lme  Co . 

Tnmkiine  Gas  Co. 

Louisiana  Gas  Pipe  Intrastate,  Inc . 

Louisiana  Gas  Pipe  Intrastate,  Inc . 

Valero  Transmission  Co . 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co . 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp . 

P^mhandle  EaMem  Pipe  Line  Co . 

Trunkline  Gas  Co . 

PanlMmdle  Eastern  Pipe  Lme  Co . 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Lme  Corp .. 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.. 

Big  Sandy  Gas  Corp . 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co . 

Topico . 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America ... 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co . 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co . 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.. 

Louisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Corp . 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.. 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co . 

Trunkline  Gas  Co . 

Michigan  Wiscrxisin  Pipe  Line  Co . 

Northern  Utilities,  Inc . 

j  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co . 

I  Cokimtiia  GuH  Transmission  Co . 


Southern  Natural  Gas  Co . 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co . 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Lme  Co . 

West  Lake  Arthur  Distribution  Co . 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp . 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp . 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

Bay  State  Gas  Co . 

Utah  Gas  Service  Co.... 

West  Lake  Arthur  Distribution  Co . 

West  Lake  Arthur  Distribution  Co . 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co . 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Lme  Corp.. 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp . 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co . 

Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New  York 

United  Gas  Pipe  tJne  Co . . 

Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New  York 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co . 

Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New  York 

Bay  State  Gas  Co . 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co . 

Monterey  Pipeline  Co . 

Northern  Gas  Co 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co . . 

Northern  Gas  Co 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Lme  Corp.. 


3/1/82  29.51 

3/t/82  29.51 

3/4/82  14.20 
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Docket  No. 

Tiansporter/aeNer 

Date  lied 

Part  284 
subpart 

Expiration 
date  ■ 

Tran^ior- 

tation 

dale 

ST82-33 . 

10/30/81 

G 

- 

<  Intrastate  pipeline  has  sought  Commission  approval  of  its  transportation  rate  pursuant  to  section  284.123(bK2)  of  the  Commisaion's  regulations  (18  CFR  284.123(b)<2)).  Such  rales  are 
deemed  fair  and  equitable  if  the  Commission  does  not  take  action  by  the  date  indkated. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36731  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-41 


[Docket  No.  CP80-356-001] 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.;  Petition  To 
Amend 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  30, 

1981,  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Petitioner),  P.O.  Box  1478,  Houston, 
Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP80- 
356-001  a  petition  to  amend  the  order 
issued  August  4, 1980,  pursuant  to  ' 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  157.7(b)  of  the  regulations  thereunder 
(18  CFR  157.7(b))  so  as  to  authorize  the 
construction  and  operation  of  a  gas 
purchase  facility  project  in  excess  of  the 
single  project  cost  limitation  of 
$3,500,000,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  petition  to  amend  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Petitioner  states  that  it  was 
authorized  by  order  issued  August  4, 
1980,  to  construct  and  operate  certain 
natural  gas  facilities  with  a  maximiun 
total  cost  limitation  of  $20,000,000  with 
no  single  onshore  project  to  exceed 
$2,500,000  and  no  single  offshore  project 
to  excppd  $3,500,000. 

It  is  stated  that  Petitioner  acquired  the 
right  to  purchase  production  from  gas 
reserves  imderlying  South  Pass  Block  78 
Area,  offshore  Louisiana.  Southern 
Natural  Gas  Company  (Southern)  and 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Natural)  also  arranged  to 
purchase  production  fi'om  reserves  in 
the  area.  Petitioner  explains  that  in 
order  to  make  the  South  Pass  78 
reserves  available  to  the  respective 
pipeline  systems.  Petitioner,  Southern 
'and  Natural  agreed  to  enter  into  a 
construction,  ownership,  operation  and 
maintenance  agreement  which  provides 
for  construction  of  approximately  2.3 
miles  of  16-inch  pipeline  and 
appurtenant  facilities  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $3,300,000. 


It  is  submitted  that  due  to  delays 
attributed  to  bad  weather,  problems 
with  the  pipeline  riser  attachment  and 
production  platform  repairs  the  actual 
cost  of  the  project  would  exceed 
Petitioner’s  single  project  offshore  limit 
by  $1,800,000.  Petitioner  requests 
amendment  of  the  order  of  August  4, 
1980,  so  as  to  authorize  the  construction 
of  the  above  described  project  at  a  cost 
not  to  exceed  $5,300,000. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference^to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
January  11, 1982,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36757  Filed  12-23-81;  8;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ST80-12-001] 

Valero  Transmission  Co.,  Extension 
Reports 

December  17, 1981. 

The  companies  listed  below  have  filed 
extension  reports  pursuant  to  section 
311  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA)  and  Part  284  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  giving  notice 
of  their  intention  to  continue 


transportation  and  sales  of  natural  gas 
for  an  additional  term  of  up  to  2  years. 
These  transactions  commenced  on  a 
self-implementing  basis  without  case- 
by-case  Commission  authorization.  The 
Commission’s  regulations  provide  that 
the  transportation  or  sales  may  continue 
for  an  additional  term  if  the  Commission 
does  not  act  to  disapprove  or  modify  the 
proposed  extension  during  the  90  days 
preceding  the  effective  date  of  the 
requested  extension. 

The  table  below  lists  the  name  and 
addresses  of  each  company  selling  or 
transporting  pursuant  to  Part  284;  the 
party  receiving  the  gas;  the  date  that  the 
extension  report  was  filed;  and  the 
effective  date  of  the  extension.  A  letter 
“B”  in  the  Part  284  column  indicates  a 
transportation  by  an  interstate  pipeline 
which  is  extendi  under  §  284.105.  A 
letter  “C”  indicates  transportation  by  an 
intrastate  pipeline  extended  under 
§  284.125.  A  "D”  indicates  a  sale  by  an 
intrastate  pipeline  extended  under 
§  284.146. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
extension  report  should  on  or  before 
January  5, 1981  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All 
protest  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  takien  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  party 
to  a  proceeding.  Any  person  wishhig  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules. 

Kennth  F.  numb. 

Secretary. 


Docket  No. 

Transporter/seller 

Recipient 

Dalad 

(Red 

Part  284 
subpart 

EttacUve 

data 

St80-12-001 . 

10/19/81 

10/19/81 

10/22/61 

c 

1/15/82 

1/18/82 

1/21/82 

St80-109-001 

St80-142-001  . 

Big  Sandy  Gas  Ck)ip..  P.O.  Box  3710,  Ctwieston.  WV  25337 . 

Industrial  Gas  Coip . . . 

C . 

r. 

• 

14203. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36732  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  ST80-1 13-001] 

Valero  Transmission  Co.;  Extension 
Reports 

December  17, 1981. 

The  companies  listed  below  have  hied 
extension  reports  pursuant  to  section 
311  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA)  and  Part  284  of  the 
Conunission’s  regulations  giving  notice 
of  their  intention  to  continue 
transportation  and  sales  of  natural  gas 
for  an  additional  term  of  up  to  2  years. 
These  transactions  commenced  on  a 
self-implementing  basis  without  case- 
by-case  Conunission  authorization.  The 
Commission's  regulations  provide  that 
the  transportation  or  sales  may  continue 
for  an  additional  term  if  the  Commission 


does  not  act  to  disapprove  or  modify  the 
proposed  extension  during  the  90  days 
preceding  the  effective  date  of  the 
requested  extension. 

The  table  below  lists  the  name  and 
addresses  of  each  company  selling  or 
transporting  pursuant  to  Part  284;  the 
party  receivii^  the  gas;  the  date  that  the 
extension  report  was  hied;  and  the 
effective  date  of  the  extension.  A  letter 
“B”  in  the  Part  284  colunm  indicates  a 
transportation  by  an  interstate  pipeline 
which  is  extended  under  §  284.105.  A 
letter  “C”  indicates  transportation  by  an 
intrastate  pipeline  extended  under 
§  284.125.  A  “D”  indicates  a  sale  by  am 
intrastate  pipeline  extended  imder 
§  284.146. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 


extension  report  should  on  or  before 
January  14, 1981  hie  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All 
protests  hied  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  party 
to  a  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  hie  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No. 

Transporter/seller 

Recipient 

Date  filed 

Part  284 
subpart 

Effective 

date 

ST80-113-001 . 

11/16/81 

11/30/61 

11/25/81 

C . 

1/15/82 

2/27/82 

2/27/82 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso  TX  79978 . 

B . 

STeO-141-001 . 

G . 

Chicago,  IL  60603. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36743  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6717-02-M 


[Project  No.  1940} 

Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corp.; 
Expiration  of  License 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  the  license  for  the 
Tomahawk  Project  No.  1940  will  expire 
on  December  31, 1986.  The  project  is 
located  on  the  Wisconsin  River  in 
Lincoln  County,  Wisconsin  and  is 
licensed  to  Wisconsin  Public  Service 
Corporation. 

The  principal  project  works  currently 
licensed  for  Project  No.  1940  are:  A  dam, 
a  reservoir,  a  powerhouse  with  an 
installed  capacity  of  2.6  MW,  and 
appurtenant  facilities. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
regulations  of  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  18  CFR  16.2 
(1981).  The  Commission  licenses  non- 
federal  water-power  projects  for  periods 
up  to  50  years  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act.  18  U.S.C.  791a-825r.  When  a 
license  expires,  the  Commission  may 
issue  a  new  license  to  the  original 
licensee  or  to  a  new  licensee,  or  may 
recommend  to  Congress  that  the  United 
States  acquire  the  project. 

Under  the  Commission’s  regulations, 
the  current  licensee  must  hie  its 
application  for  a  new  license  from  three 


to  five  years  before  the  current  license 
expires.  Any  other  entity  seeking  the 
license  must  hie  an  application  in 
accordance  with  18  CTO  16.3(b).  When 
an  application  is  filed,  notice  will  be 
published  and  interested  persons  will 
have  a  further  opportunity  to  submit  a 
competing  application,  hie  a  protest  or 
comment,  seek  to  intervene,  or 
recommend  that  the  United  States 
acquire  the  project. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36733  Filed  12-23-81;  8;45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER82-149-000] 

Carolina  Power  &  Light  Co.; 
Cancellation 

December  18, 1981. 

The  hling  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  the  Carolina  Power  & 
Light  Company  (Carolina)  on  November 
27, 1981,  tendered  for  hling  a  Notice  of 
Cancellation.  Carolina  states  that  per 
Agreement  dated  Jime  8, 1981,  Pinehurst, 
Inc.,  sold  to  and  transferred  to  Carolina 
its  distribution  system.  Carolina  states 
that  notice  is  hereby  given  that  effective 
October  29, 1981,  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No. 


105,  effective  date  June  1, 1973,  and  hied 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  by  Carolina  is  to  be 
cancelled.  Carolina  further  states  that 
henceforth  the  customers  served  by 
Pinehurst,  Inc.,  will  receive  service  ht)m 
Carolina  under  the  Company’s 
applicable  retail  rate  schedule. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  hling  should  hie  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington; 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  hied  on  or  before  January  8, 
1982.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining.the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  hie  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  hling  are  on  hie 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[m  Doc.  81-36788  Filed  12-23-81;  8;4S  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-H 


Federal  Registerr/  Vol.  46,  No.  247  /  Thursday,  December  24,  1981  /  Notices 


62517 


[Docket  No.  ER81-662-000] 

Central  Power  and  Light  Co.  Order 
Accepting  for  Filing  and  Requiring 
Attachment  of  Exhibits  to  Rate 
Schedule,  Waiving  Notice 
Requirements,  Granting  Interventions, 
and  Terminating  Docket 

Issued;  December  21, 1981. 

On  August  7, 1981,  as  completed  on 
October  23, 1981,  *  Central  Power  &  Light 
Company  (CP&L)  tendered  for  filing  a  ‘ 
ptoposed  rate  schedule  which  makes 
available  transmission  service  by  CP&L 
and  West  Texas  Utilities  Company 
(WTU)  to  the  City  of  Brownsville,  Texas 
(Brojvnsville).^  On  September  28, 1981, 
WTU  filed  a  certificate  of  concurrence 
together  with  a  letter  agreement  which 
indicates  the  pertinent  terms  and 
conditions  concerning  WTU’s 
participation  in  rendering  transmission 
service  to  Brownsville.  The  agreement 
provides  for  firm  and  non-firm 
transmission  service,®  with  non-firm 
service  to  be  supplied  on  an  if-and- 
when-available  basis  and  interruptible 
at  the  option  of  the  company,  CP&L 
requests  waiver  of  the  notice 
requirements  and  an  effective  date  to 
coincide  with  the  filing  d8te  of  the 
original  submittal. 

Notice  of  the  filing  was  issued  on 
August  17, 1981,  with  responses  due  on 
or  before  September  4, 1981.  On 
September  4, 1981,  separate  petitions  to 
intervene  were  filed  by  a  group  of 
WTU’s  cooperative  customers  *  (Texas 
cooperatives)  and  by  South  Texas 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  and  Medina 
Electric  Cooperative  (STEC/MEC). 


21  By  letter  dated  September  2, 1981,  the  company 
was  advised  that  its  original  submittal  was 
deficient. 

22  See  Attachment  A  for  rate  schedule 
designations. 

23  The  charge  for  non-Brm  transmission  service  is 
to  be  determined  at  the  time  of  the  transaction  in 
accordance  with  the  Texas  Interconnected  System 
Transmission  Facilities  Policy  Guidelines  in  e^ect 
on  the  date  that  such  service  is  provided.  The 
proposed  charge  for  firm  service  until  December  31. 
1983,  is  a  flat  rate  depending  on  the  systems 
involved  and  the  total  energy  flow.  Following  that 
date,  CP8L  proposes  to  apply  a  formula 
methodology  for  determining  the  applicable 
transmission  rate.  CP&L  states  that  it  will  file  the 
formula  methodology,  the  derivation  of  each 
component,  and  appropriate  cost  support  in  a  timely 
manner  for  Commission  approval  prior  to 
implementation  of  any  change  in  the  firm 
transmission  service  rate. 

*Kimble  Electric  Cooperative,  Mid-Tex  Electric 
Cooperative,  which  includes;  Coleman  County 
Electric  Cooperative,  Concho  Valley  Electric 
Cooperative,  Dickens  Electric  Cooperative,  Gate 
City  Electric  Cooperative,  Lighthouse  Electric 
Cooperative.  McCullogh  Electric  Cooperative,  Magic 
Valley  Electric  Cooperative,  Midwest  Electric 
Cooperative,  Rio  Grande  Electric  Cooperative. 
Southwest  Texas  Electric  Cooperative,  Stamford 
Electric  Cooperative,  and  Taylor  Electric 
Cooperative 


Because  STEC/MEC  and  Texas 
Cooperatives  presently  receive  or  are 
interested  in  receiving  transmission 
service  from  CP&L,  they  request 
intervention  in  the  instant  docket. 
However,  neither  STEC/MEC  nor  Texas 
Cooperatives  has  requested  that  a 
hearing  be  held.  STEC/MEC  does 
request  that  the  Commission  confirm 
STOC/MEC’s  belief  that  barring 
circumstances  which  would  m^e  the 
rendifion  of  transmission  services  tf.r'-. 
infeasible,  a  refusal  by  CP&L  to  provide 
STEC/MEC  the  same  types  of  service 
under  the  same  or  similar  circumstances 
as  are  described  in  the  CP&L/ 
Brownsville  agreement  would  be 
discriminatory  and  unlawful. 

On  September  8, 1981,  Brownsville 
filed  a  petition  to  intervene  and  a 
motion  to  enlarge  the  proposed  rate 
schedule.  Brownsville  does  not  object  to 
the  CP&L’s  filing,  the  proposed  effective 
date,  or  the  request  for  waiver  of  notice, 
provided  that  the  rate  schedule  is 
enlarged  to  include  certain  letters 
containing  terms  and  conditions  which, 
according  to  Brownsville,  are  an  integral 
part  of  the  contractual  arrangements 
between  the  parties  and  must  be 
included  as  part  of  the  filed  rate 
schedule. 

On  September  23, 1981,  CP&L 
responded  to  Brownsville’s  petition  to 
intervene,  contending  that  the  tendered 
rate  schedule  is  complete  and  that  the 
motion  to  enlarge  the  rate  schedule 
should  be  denied.  CP&L  asserts  that  the 
letters  referenced  by  Brownsville  cover 
matters  outside  the  scope  of  the 
proposed  transmission  service 
agreement  and  that  all  pertinent 
provisions  of  the  letters  relevant  to  the 
instant  docket  have  been  included  in 
Exhibit  C  to  the  agreement.® 

Discussion 

We  find  that  participation  in  this 
proceeding  by  each  of  the  interveners  is 
in  the  public  interest.  Accordingly,  the 
petitions  to  intervene  will  be  granted. 

Our  analysis,  based  on  CP&L’s  and 
WTU’s  average  system  transmission 
costs  indicates  that  the  proposed  firm 
transmission  service  rates  are  cost- 
justified.  Inasmuch  as  the  intervenors 
have  not  objected  to  the  proposed  rates 
or  the  requested  effective  date,  we  find 
that  good  cause  exists  to  grant  waiver  of 
the  notice  Requirements  and  accept  the 
submittol,  with  the  modifications  set 
forth  below,  to  become  effective  on 
August  7, 1981,  as  requested. 


*  CP&L  notes  one  exception  which  it  agrees 
should  have  been  filed,  lliat  exception  is  a  letter 
agreement  containing  certain  assurances  by  WTU 
which  has  now  been  filed  by  WTU  in  conjunction 
with  its  certificate  of  concurrence  in  this  docket. 


We  take  this  opportunity  to  advise 
CP&L  that  it  will  be  necessary  pursuant 
to  Section  35.13  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations,  to  timely  file  the  formula 
methodology  together  with  appropriate 
cost  support,  prior  to  the  implementation 
of  any  change  in  the  rate  for  firm 
transmission  service.  Further,  CP&L 
must  timely  file  the  specific  rate  and 
appropriate  cost  support  for  any  non¬ 
firm  transmission  service  rendered 
under  the  agreement.  >>  .  -Hi 

As  noted,  STEC/MEC  has  requested 
that  the  Commission  respond  to  its 
interpretation  of  the  effects  of  a 
hypothetical  refusal  by  CP&L  to 
cooperate  in  offering  STEC/MEC  the 
same  types  of  service  under  the  same  or 
similar  conditions  as  are  described  in 
the  CP&L/Brownsville  agreement.  We 
are  unaware  of  any  such  refusal  to  date 
and  we  decline  to  speculate  as  to  the 
factual  circumstances  which  might 
underlie  such  an  occurrence.  Thus,  we 
shall  deny  STEC/MEC’s  motion  for 
clarification  as  premature;  however,  we 
do  so  without  prejudice  to  any 
subsequent  findings  by  the  Commission 
concerning  requests  for  transmission 
service  between  STEC/MEC  and  CP&L. 

Concerning  Brownsville’s  motion  for 
enlargement  of  the  rate  schedule,  we 
note  that  CP&L  has  included  in  the 
tendered  rate  schedule  excerpts  from 
the  letter  agreements  which  relate  to  the 
subject  transmission  service.  While  it 
appears  that  CP&L  has  attempted  to  file 
a  complete  rate  schedule  aplicable  to 
the  proposed  transmission  services,  we 
believe  that  the  rate  schedule  on  file 
with  the  Commission  should  include  the 
complete  contractual  background  and 
quid  pro  quos  for  establishment  of  the 
transmission  service  rate  schedule 
between  CP&L  and  Brownsville. 
Accordingly,  the  letter  agreements 
appended  as  Attachment  A  to 
Brownsville’s  September  8, 1981 
pleading  will  be  designated  as  exhibits 
to  CP&L’s  tendered  transmission  rate 
schedule.  We  are,  however,  cognizant  of 
the  fact  that  the  letter  agreements  may 
encompass  some  matters  not 
specifically  related  to  the  transmission 
service  agreement  and  the  current 
designation  of  the  letter  agreements 
should  not  be  construed  as  a 
determination  at  this  time  with  respect 
to  the  Commission’s  jurisdiction  over 
the  enforcqpient  of  provisions  of  the 
letter  agreements  uiu*elated  to  the 
tendered  transmission  service 
agreement. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  CP&L’s  request  for  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  is  hereby  granted. 
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(B)  CP&L’s  submittal  is  hereby 
accepted  for  filing  to  become  effective 
as  of  August  7, 1981,  without  suspension. 

(C)  CP&L  is  hereby  informed  that  a 
timely  filing  of  the  rate  or  formula 
methodology  together  with  appropriate 
cost  support  pursuant  to  §  35.13  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  is  required 
prior  to  the  implementation  of  a  change 
in  rates  for  firm  transmission  service  or 
the  rendering  of  any  non-firm 
transmission  service. 

(D)  The  petitions  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding  are  hereby  granted  subject 
to  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  and  the  regulations  under 
the  Federal  Power  Act:  Provided, 
however,  that  participation  by  such 
intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  the 
matters  set  forth  in  their  petitions  to 
intervene:  and  provided,  further,  that  the 
admission  of  such  intervenors  shall  not 
be  construed  as  recognition  that  they 
might  be  aggrieved  by  any  order  of  the 
Commission  in  this  proceeding. 

(E)  Brownsville’s  motion  to  enlarge 
the  tendered  rate  schedule  is  hereby 
granted  to  the  extent  discussed  above 
and  the  letter  agreements  appended  as 
Attachment  A  to  Brownsville’s  motion 
are  hereby  designated  as  exhibits  to  the 
rate  schedule  as  shown  on  Attachment 
A  to  this  order. 

(F)  Docket  No.  ER81-662-000  is  hereby 
terminated. 

(G)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No.  ER81 -662-000— Rate  Schedule 


Central  Power  A  Light  Company 


(1)  Rate  schedule  Transmission  services  agreement. 

FERC  No.  65. 

(2)  Supplement  No.  1  Exhibit  A— Transmssion  request 

to  rate  schedule  CPL/BrownsviHe  transmission 

FERC  No.  65.  services  agreement 

(3)  Supplement  No.  2  Exhibit  B  to  transmission  services 

to  rate  schedule  agreement 

FERC  No.  65. 

(4)  Supplement  No.  3  Exhibit  C — Other  terms  and  cortdi- 

to  rate  schedule  tions  of  trartsmission  service  to 

FERC  No.  65.  Brownsville. 

(5)  Exhibit  A  to  rate  Texas  interconnected  System 

scherAile  FERC  No.  transmission  facilities  policy 

65.  guidelines. 

(6)  Exhijit  B  to  rate  Letter  dated  January  22.  1981  (at- 

schedule  FERC  No.  tachments  A  to  Brownsville's 

65.  petition  to  intervene). 

(7)  Exhibit  C  to  rate  Letter  dated  February  17.  1961 

schedule  FERC  No.  (exhibit  1  to  attachment  A  to 

65.  Brownsville’s  petition  to  inter¬ 

vene). 

(8)  Exhfeit  D  to  rate  Letter  dated  January  22,  1961  (ex¬ 
schedule  FERC  No.  hibit  2  to  attachment  A  to 

65.  Brownsville's  petition  to  inter¬ 

vene). 

(9)  Exhibit  E  to  rate  Letter  dated  January  22,  1961  (ax- 

scheduie  FERC  No.  hibit  4  to  attachment  A  to 

65.  Brownsville's  petition  to  inter- 

vene). 


Docket  No.  ER81 -662-000— Rate 
Schedule— Continued 


Designations 

Description 

(10)  Exhibit  F  to  rate 
schedule  FERC  No. 

65. 

Letter  dated  January  21,  1981  (at- 
tachament  to  West  Texas  Utili- 
*  ties  Company’s  certificate  of 
cor<currerK»). 

West  Texas  Utilities  Company 

(11)  Rate  schedule 

FERC  No.  46 
(concurs  in  (1) 
above). 

Certificate  of  Concurrence. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36767  Filed  12-23-61 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6717-91-M 


[Docket  No.  ER82-152-000] 

El  Paso  Electric  Co.;  Filing 

December  17, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  December  11, 

1981,  El  Paso  Electric  Company  (El  Paso) 
tendered  for  filing  an  initial  rate 
schedule  pursuant  to  an  “Agreement  for 
the  Purchase  of  Electric  Service  from  El 
Paso  Electric  Company”  dated 
December  8, 1980  (Agreement).  El  Paso 
states  that  this  Agreement  provides  for 
the  firm  sale  of  electric  power  by  El 
Paso  to  Texas/New  Mexico  Power 
Company  (TNP)  for  a  period  of  15  years 
beginning  on  January  1, 1982. 

El  Paso  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  to 
allow  for  an  effective  date  of  January  1, 

1982. 

According  to  El  Paso  copies  of  this 
filing  have  been  served  upon  the  Public 
Utility  Commission  of  Texas,  the  New 
Mexico  Public  Service  Commission  and 
TNP. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  December 
28, 1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petiton  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36768  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6717-01-11 . 


[Docket  No.  CP74-122,  et  al.] 

Energy  Terminal  Services  Corp.; 
Technical  Conference 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  29, 
1981,  the  members  of  the  Commission 
Staff  and  its  consultants  will  meet  with 
representatives  of  the  Applicant  herein 
to  discuss  some  of  the  structural  and 
design  aspects  of  the  liquefied  natural 
gas  tanks  located  at  Rossville,  New 
York.  This  technical  conference  will  be 
held  at  10:00  a.m.  in  Room  A-367  of 
Building  226  at  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards,  Gaithersburg,  Maryland.  All 
interested  parties  may  attend  subject  to 
the  space  limitations  therein. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36789  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER82-151-000] 

Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Filing 

December  18, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Florida  Power  &  Light 
Company  (FP&L)  on  December  11, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  documents  entitled 
“Exhibit  I  to  Service  Agreement  For 
Interchange  Transmission  Service 
Implementing  Specific  Transactions 
Under  Service  Schedules  A  (Emergency 
Service),  B  (Short  Term  Firm  Service),  C 
(Economy  Interchange  Service)  and  D 
(Firm  Service)  of  Contracts  for 
Interchange  .Service.”  This  filing  is 
proposed  to  amend  FERC  Electric  Tariff 
Original  Volume  II  (Sheet  Nos.  1-19). 

FP&L  states  that  imder  the  Exhibit  I 
FP&L  will  transmit  power  and  energy  for 
the  Utilities  Commission,  City  of  New 
Smyrna  Beach  (New  Smyrna)  as  is 
required  by  New  Smyrna  in  the 
implementation  of  its  interchange 
agreement  with  the  City  of  Tallahassee. 

FP&L  requests  that  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  be  granted 
and  that  the  proposed  Exhibit  be  made 
effective  immediately.  FP&L  states  that 
copies  of  the  filing  were  served  on  the 
Director  of  Utilities  of  New  Smyrna 
Beach. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  January  8, 
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1982.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36770  Filed  12.^23-81: 8:45  ami  ^  v 

BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Project  No.  5313-000] 

Hydro  Energies  Corp.;  Application  for 
License  (Over  5  MW) 

December  22, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Hydro  Energies 
Corporation  (Applicant)  filed  on 
September  3, 1981,  an  application  for 
license  [pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for 
construction  and  operation  of  a  water 
power  project  to  be  known  as  the 
Dewey’s  Mills  Project  No.  5313.  The 
project  would  be  located  on  the 
Ottauquechee  River  in  Windsor  County, 
Vermont,  and  would  utilize  a  Federally- 
owned  dam  and  reservoir. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  L.  John 
Davidson,  President,  Hydro  l^ergies 
Corporation,  Post  Office  Box  500, 
Quechee,  Vermont  05059. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  a  Federally-owned 
dam  and  reservoir  located  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers’  North  Hartland  Flood  Control 
Project.  The  project  would  consist  of:  (1) 
three-foot  high  dashboards  to  be 
installed  at  file  existing  Dewey’s  Mills 
Dam;  (2)  a  new  powerhouse  with  an 
installed  generating  capacity  of  2,180 
kW;  (3)  a  new  switchyard  and  4,500-foot 
long  transmission  line;  and  (4) 
appurtenant  works. 

The  average  annual  energy  output 
would  be  between  6,150,000  kWh  and 
7,050,000  kWh  per  year. 

Purpose  of  Project — Project  energy 
would  be  sold  to  the  Central  Vermont 
Public  Service  Corporation. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  March  1, 1982,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33(a)  and  (d)]  or  a  notice  of  intent  [See 
18  CFR  4.33(b)  and  (c)]  to  file  a 
competing  application.  Submission  of  a 
timely  nqtice  of  intent  allows  an 
interested  person  to  file  an  acceptable 
competing  application  no  later  than  the 


time  specified  in  §  4.33(c)  or  §  4.101  et 
seq.  (1981). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  March  1, 1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NO’nCE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCA'nON”, 
“COMPETING 

APPUCA’nON”, ’’PROTESTS”,  or 
’’PETmON  TO  INTERVENE”,  as 
applicable,  and  the  Project  Number  of 
this  notice.  Any  of  the  above  named 
documents  must  be  filed  by  providing 
the  original  and  those  copies  required  by 
the  Commission’s  regulations  to: 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Conunission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be 
sent  to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief, 
Applications  Branch,  Division  of 
Hydropower  Licensing,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Room  208  RB  at 
the  above  address.  A  copy  of  any  notice 
of  intent,  competing  application,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  also  be  served 
upon  each  representative  of  the 
Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-38771  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  e717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  EL81-17-000] 

Iowa  Electric  Ught  and  Power  Co.; 
Order  Initiating  Hearing 

Issued:  December  18, 1981. 

On  May  18, 1981,  Iowa  Electric  Ught 
and  Power  Company  (Iowa  Electric) 
filed  a  motion,  pursuant  to  §§  1.20  and 
41.7  of  the  Commission’s  regulations, 
requesting  that  the  Commission  institute 
hearing  procedures  with  respect  to  a 
notice  of  accounting  deficiency  sent  to 
Iowa  Electric  on  April  27, 1981. 

The  notice  of  deficiency  was  issued  as 
a  result  of  an  audit  conducted  by  the 
Commission  staff  of  the  company’s 
books  and  records  supporting  changes 
in  the  recorded  cost  of  electric  and 
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common  utility  plant  and  related 
accumulated  provisions  for  depreciation 
and  amortization  from  January  1, 1974, 
through  December  31, 1978.  The  audit 
staff  required  various  adjustments  to  the 
company's  accounts,  some  of  which 
were  accepted  by  Iowa  Electric.  The 
company,  however,  contested  three 
correcting  entries  concerning  the 
treatment  of  costs  associated  with  the 
removal  and  replacement  in  1978  of 
eight  safe-ends  ‘  at  the  Duane  Arnold 
Energy  Center,  a  nuclear  generating 
facility  70%  owned  by  Iowa  Electric. 

Iowa  Electric  has  treated  the 
replacement  of  the  safe-ends  as  the 
addition  and  retirement  of  retirement 
units  of  property,  as  defined  at  18  CFR 
Part  101,  Electric  Plant  Instruction 
10(B)(1),  and  has  capitalized  the  costs 
incurred.  The  Commission  staff  would 
treat  the  removal  and  replacement  costs 
as  “extraordinary  property  loss” 
expenses  to  be  amortized  over  a  period 
of  time  to  be  proposed  by  the  company 
and  subject  to  Commission  approval.^ 

Discussion 

Part  41  of  the  Commission's 
regulations  provides  for  shortened 
procedures  in  order  to  resolve  disputes 
regarding  accounting  matters.  However, 

§  41.7  provides  that  where  a  party  does 
not  consent  to  the  shortened  procedures, 
or  if  at  any  stage  of  the  proceeding  prior 
to  submission  of  the  case  to  the 
Commission,  a  party  in  interest  requests 
a  hearing,  the  proceeding  will  be 
assigned  for  hearing  as  provided  in 
§  1.20  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  Therefore,  we 
shall  grant  Iowa  Electric's  motion  and 
order  that  a  hearing  be  held. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  motion  of  Iowa  Electric  filed 
on  May  18, 1981,  for  the  initiation  of  a 
hearing  is  hereby  granted. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  and  subject  to  the 
jiu’isdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Commission  by  section  402(a)  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act 
and  by  the  Federal  Power  Act,  , 
particularly  section  301  thereof,  and 
pursuant  to  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Federal  Power  Act 
(18  CFR  Chapter  I),  a  public  hearing 
shall  be  held  concerning  the  accounting 
issues  raised  in  the  Commission’s  letter 
order  of  April  27, 1981. 

(C)  A  presiding  administrative  law 
ju^e,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  shall 


'  A  safe-end  is  part  of  a  nuclear  reactor's  piping 
system. 

’The  disputed  figures  amount  to  over  $15,000,000. 


convene  a  prehearing  conference  on  or 
before  January  25, 1982,  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  The 
presiding  administrative  law  judge  is 
authorized  to  establish  procedural  dates 
and  to  rule  on  all  motions  (except 
motions  to  consolidate  or  sever  and 
motions  to  dismiss)  as  provided  for  in 
the  Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36772  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6717-«1-M 


[Project  No.  5613-000] 

Charles  E.  and  Anne  W.  MacArthur; 
Application  for  License  (5  MW  or  Less) 

December  22, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Charles  E.  and  Anne 
W.  MacArthur  (Applicant)  filed  on 
November  4, 1981,  an  application  for 
license  [pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)J  for 
continued  operation  of  a  water  power 
project  to  be  known  as  the  Brown’s  Mill 
Project  No.  5613.  The  project  is  located 
on  the  Piscataquis  River  in  the  town  of 
Dover-Foxcroft,  Piscataquis  County, 
Maine.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to;  Mr. 
Charles  E.  MacArthur,  16  Vaughn  Street, 
Dover-Foxcroft,  Maine  04426. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of  two  existing 
developments  described  below: 

(A)  'The  Upper  Development  for  which 
water  rights  are  owned  by  the  applicant 
consists  of:  (1)  an  existing  12-foot  high, 
200-foot  long  masonry  and  concrete  dam 
owned  by  the  town  of  Dover-Foxcroft; 

(2)  a  26  acre  reservoir  at  elevation  360 
feet  m.s.l.  with  usable  storage  capacity 
of  13  acre-feet  at  a  drawdown  of  6 
inches;  (3)  an  existing  fish  ladder;  and 
(4)  appurtenant  facilities.  The  Upper 
Development  provides  stream  regulation 
and  limited  storage  capacity  for  the 
lower  development. 

(B)  The  Lower  Development  for  which 
water  rights  and  generating  facility  are 
owned  by  the  Applicant  consists  of:  (1) 
an  existing  22-foot  high,  26.5-foot  long 
masonry  and  concrete  dam  owned  by 
the  town  of  Dover-Foxcroft;  (2)  a  4  acre 
reservoir  at  elevation  344  feet  m.s.l.  with 
negligible  storage  capacity;  (3)  an 
existing  172-foot  long,  40  to  24-foot  wide 
open  canal;  (4)  an  existing  24-foot  wide, 
84-foot  long  covered  canal;  (5)  three 
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existing  steel  penstocks  approximately 
50  feet  in  length;  (6)  an  existing 
powerhouse  containing  turbine- 
generators  with  a  total  rated  capacity  of 
594  kW  in  operation:  (7)  an  existing  fish 
ladder;  and  (8)  appurtenant  facilities. 

Purpose  of  Project — Energy  produced 
at  the  project  is  sold  to  Central  Maine 
Power  Corporation. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  requested  to  provide 
comments  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Coordination  Act,  the  Endanagered 
Species  Act,  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act,  the  Historical  and 
Archeological  Preservation  Act,  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  Pub. 
L.  No.  88-29,  and  other  applicable 
statutes.  No  other  formal  requests  for 
comments  will  be  made. 

Comments  should  be  confined  to 
substantive  issues  relevant  to  the 
issuance  of  a  license.  A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.  If  an  agency  does 
not  file  comments  within  the  time  set 
below,  it  will  be  presumed  to  have  no 
comments. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  March  1, 1982,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (d)]  or  a  notice  of  intent  [See 
18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  [c]]  to  file  a 
competing  application.  Submission  of  a 
timely  notice  of  intent  allows  an 
interested  person  to  file  an  acceptable 
competing  application  no  later  than  the 
time  specified  in  §  4.33[c)  or  §  4.101  et 
seq.  [1981). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  March  1, 1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS,” 
"NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION,” 
"COMPETING  APPUCATION,” 
“PROTEST,”  or  "PETmON  TO 
INTERVENE,”  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Niunber  of  diis  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 


filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each 
representative  of  the  Applicant 
specified  in  the  first  paragraph  of  this 
notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36773  Filed  1Z-Z3-B1;  8:45  am] 

BNJJNQ  CODE  6717-01-41 


[Docket  No.  ER81-150-000] 

Missouri  Power  &  Light  Co^  Fiiing 

December  18, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Missouri  Power  & 
Light  Company  [MPL)  on  December  11, 
1981,  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
Electric  Service  Agreement  between 
MPL  and  the  City  of  Linneus,  Missouri 
(Linneus). 

MPL  states  that  the  Agreement  was 
approved  by  Bill  No.  BXXXVII, 
Ordinance  No.  BXXXVII  of  the  City  of 
Linneus,  Missouri.  The  Electric  Service 
Agreement  between  MPL  and  Linneus 
entered  into  on  December  7, 1971 
expires  on  December  6,  IMl.  MPL 
proposes  that  the  new  Aj^ement 
become  effective  on  December  7. 1981. 
The  new  Agreement  increases  capacity 
fi'om  500  kilovolt  amperes  under  the 
hold  Agreement  to  1000  kilovolt 
amperes.  The  new  Agreement  requires 
Linneus  to  give  MPL  six  (6)  months’ 
advance  written  notice  of  any  proposed 
new  municipal  use  or  resale  which  will 
result  in  a  500  KW  addition  or  more  and 
to  consult  with  MPL  prior  to  such  use  or 
resale  to  determine  that  such  use  or 
resale  is  consistent  with  safe  and 
reliable  system  operation.  The  new 
Agreement  terminates  on  December  6, 
1991,  but  is  automatically  renewed  for 
successive  two  [2)  year  periods  unless 
terminated  by  two  (2)  years  advance 
written  notice  by  either  party  to  the 
chief  executive  officer  of  the  other  party. 
The  Agreement  is  not  terminable  by 
either  party  during  the  first  eight  [8) 
years  of  the  term.  Rates  to  be  charged 
under  the  new  Agreement  will  remain 
the  same  as  rates  presently  charged 
under  the  old  Agreement  and  do  not 
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differ  from  rates  charged  to  other 
customers  in  the  same  class. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
MPL’s  jurisdictional  customers  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Missouri  Public  Service 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  to 
protest  said  application  should  hie  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedures  (18 
CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
January  8, 1982.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  Ae  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  open  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(Fit  Doc.  81-36774  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

NLUNQ  CODE  e717-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  G-4283-002,  et  al.] 

Mitchell  Energy  &  Development 
Corporation,  et  al.;  Applications  for 
Certificates,  Abandonment  of  Service 
and  Petitions  to  Amend  Certificates  '■ 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the 
Applicants  listed  herein  has  filed  an 
application  or  petition  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
authorization  .to  sell  natural  gas  in'"  f 
interstate  commerce  or  to  abandon 
service  as  described  herein,  all  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  respective 
applications  and  amendments  which  are 
on  hie  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  January 
5, 1982,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  petitions  to  intervene  or 
protests  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 


'  This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consolidation 
for  hearing  of  the  several  matters  covered  herein. 


protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of.^- 
Practice  and  Procediu'e  a  hearing  vvill  be 
held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  ail  applications  in  which 
no  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within 
the  time  required  herein  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  believes  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificates  or  the  authorization  for  the 
proposed  abandonment  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
Where  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  where  the 
Commissionon  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
to  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No.  and  date  filed 

G-4283-002.  C.  Dec.  3.  1981 . 

6-13298-000,  D.  Dec.  7.  1981 . 

061-1024-001  and  068-156- 
000,  0,  Nov.  30.  1981. 

065-146-000.  C,  Dec.  4.  1961 . 

065-1016-000,  C.  Dec.  4,  1981  .... 

067-1467-000.  D,  Sept  8,  1978  ... 

067-1533-000,  D.  Dec.  7.  1981 .... 

077-491-001.  Dec.  4.  1981  • . 

081-314-001,  C,  Dec.  4.  1961 . 

082-120-000,  B.  Dec.  4.  1981 . 

082-121-000.  A,  Dec.  7,  1981 . 

082-122-000  (075-162),  B. 

Dec.  7,  1961. 

082-123-000  (068-848),  B. 

Dec  7  1961 

082-124-000,  E.  Dec.  9.  1961  "... 
082-125-000,  A.  Dec.  10.  1961 . 

G-10321-000.  D.  Dec.  14,  1961 .... 
065-1164-000,  D.  Dec.  14,  1961 . 


Applicant 


Mitctiak  Energy  &  Development  Corporation,  ^1 
Timbartoch  Place,  The  Woodlands,  Texas  77380. 

Shell  Oil  Company.  One  Shell  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  2463, 
Houston,  Texas  77001. 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation,  Nine  Greenway  Plaza,  Suite 
2700,  Houston,  Texas  77046. 

Mitchell  Energy  Corporation,  2001  Timbetloch  Place, 
The  Woodlands,  Texas  77380. 

Mitchell  Energy  Corporation,  2001  Timbertoch  Place, 
The  Woodlands,  Texas  77380. 

Anadarfco  Production  Company,  P.O.  Box  1330, 
Houston.  Texas  77001. 

Kerr-McCaee  Corporation,  P.O  Box  25861,  Of^lahoma 
City,  Oklahoma  73125. 

Cities  Service  Company,  P.O.  Box  300,  Tulsa,  Okla¬ 
homa  74102. 

Marathon  Oil  Company  (Operator),  539  South  Main 
Street  Findlay.  Ohio  45840. 

Grace  Petroleum  Corporation,  Broadway  Executive 
Park,  6501  North  Broadway,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla¬ 
homa  73116. 

Getty  OH  Company,  P.O.  Box  1404,  Houston,  Texas 
77001. 

ARCO  Oil  and  Gas  Company,  Division  of  Atlantic 
Richfield  Company,  P.O.  Box  2819,  Dallas,  Texas 
75221. 

Energy  Reserves  Group,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  1201, 
Wichita,  Kansas  67201. 

Mitchell  Energy  Corporation  (Succ.  to  Citios  Service 
Company),  2001  Timbarloch,  The  Woodlands, 
Texas  77380. 

Phillips  Petroleum  Company,  336  HS&L  Building, 
Bartlesville,  Oklahoma  74004. 


Shell  Oil  Company,  Oie  Shell  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  2463, 
Houston,  Texas  77001. 

SheH  Oil  Company.  One  Shell  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  2463, 
Houston,  Texas  77001. 


Purchaser  and  location 


Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America.  Wise 
County  area,  Texas. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Company,  Buffalo  field. 
Harper  County,  Oklahoma. 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America.  N. 
Custer  City  fiM.  sec.  25,  T1SN,  R16W,  Custer 
County,  Oklahoma. 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America,  Wise 
County  area.  Wise  County,  Texas. 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Conipany  of  America,  Wise 
County  area.  Wise  County,  Texas. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  oiinpany,  Beaver  County, 
Oklahoma. 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Company,  Coteau 
Frene  field.  Assumption  Parish,  Louisiana. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company,  Benedum  plant 
Reagan  County,  Texas. 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America,  Eugene 
Islaixl  area,  block  345,  offshore  Louisiana. 

Warren  Petroleum  Company,  N.W.  Perm  field.  Crane 
County,  Texas. 

Tennessee  (las  Pipeline  Company,  West  Delta 
block  76,  offshore  Louisiana. 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Oimpany,  Bay  Lizetta  field, 
LaFourche  Parish,  Louisiana. 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  Lockhart  field,  Starr 
County,  Texas. 

United  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  Cartwright  field, 
Jackson  Parish,  Louisiana. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Company,  section  769,  block 
43,  HATC  survey,  Lipscomb  County,  Texas  arxi 
section  35.  2  North,  27  East  Beaver  County, 
Oklahoma. 

El  Paso  Natural  (3as  Company,  University  field, 
Andrews  County,  Texas. 

Natural  (aas  Pipeline  Company  of  America,  Indian 
basin  field,  Eddy  County,  New  Mexico. 


Pressure 

base 

14.65 


14.65 

14.65 


14.65 

15.025 

15.025 

14.73 

14.73 
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Footnotes: 

Filing  Code:  A— Initial  Service:  B— Abandonment  C— Amendment  to  add  acreage;  D— Amendmerrt  to  delete  acreage;  E— Total  Succesaiott  F— Partial  Succession. 

'Applicant  is  filing  under  Gas  Purchase  Contract  dated  July  12,  1954,  superseded  by  contract  dated  Decenter  27,  1977  atrd  ametrded  by  Amentlmetrl  rtated  August  7.  1981. 
'Shell  Oil  Company  is  no  longer  able  to  render  service  from  the  acreage  involved  In  this  apptrration  because  it  has  no  interest  in  the  acrMge. 

'Leases  released  due  to  cessation  of  prcxhiction.  Well  plugged  atvf  abandoned. 

'Applkrant  is  filing  under  Gas  Purchase  Contract  dated  May  25,  1964  amended  by  riefinitive  ^eement  dated  November  1,  1981. 

'A^icant  is  filing  under  Gas  Purchase  Contract  dated  January  14,  1965  amended  by  definitive  agreement  dated  November  1,  1981. 

‘By  assignment  dated  May  13,  1974,  Anadarko  assigned  all  of  its  oil  and  gas  rights  as  to  all  depths  underlying  the  SE/4  of  Section  32-4N-24ECM  to  Zoler  and  Danrwbetg  Inc.  which  is 
now  Premier  Resources. 

'The  only  rvell  drilled  on  the  lands  covered  by  this  application  was  dry  arid  abaridoned  and  Applicant's  leases  have  been  released. 

'Applicant  is  filirig  to  change  the  delivery  pdrnt  from  the  tailgate  of  the  Dorchester  Gas  Producing  Company's  Texon  Plant  to  B  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company's  measuring  facililies  at  Ihe 
outlet  of  Union  Texas  Petroleum  Corporation's  Benedum  Plant. 

‘Applicant  is  filing  urider  Residue  Gas  Purchase  Aweement  dated  April  25, 1977  ametxled  by  Amendment  dated  October  21, 1981. 

"Applicant  is  filirig  urxjer  Gas  Purchase  Contract  mted  October  6,  1980,  amended  by  Amendatory  Agreement  dated  October  7,  1981. 

"  No  longer  prodiKxng  in  commercial  quantities  uneconomic. 

"Applicant  is  filing  urxler  Gas  Purchase  Contract  dated  November  11,  1981. 

"All  leases  have  been  released  or  surrendered  and  there  is  no  gas  produrten  from  acreage. 

"Some  acreage  sold  effective  July  1,  1981.  Remaining  acreage  released  of  record  after  weHs  plugged. 

"By  assignment  dated  November  3,  1981,  to  be  effective  August  8,  1981,  Mitchell  acrtuired  the  interests  of  Cities  Service  Ccxnpatw  in  certain  leases. 

"Applicant  is  filing  under  Contract  dated  October  7,  1981  which  supersedes  an  October  7,  1966  contract  between  Cities  Setvtoe  Crxnpany  and  Untied  Gas  Pipe  line  Company. 
"Applicant  is  filing  under  Agreement  dated  September  6,  1962,  as  ametided  October  28,  1980  and  March  17,  1981. 


|FR  Doc.  81-36775  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 

BIUJNG  CODE  8717-01-M 


[Project  No.  480S^1] 

Victor  and  La  Verta  Page;  NoHce  of 
Application  for  License  (5  MW  or  Less) 

December  22, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Victor  and  La  Verta 
Page  (Applicant)  filed  on  October  2, 

1981,  an  application  for  license 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for  construction 
and  operation  of  a  water  power  project 
to  be  known  as  the  Bloomfield  Ranch 
Project  No.  4805.  The  project  would  be 
located  on  the  South  Fork  Kem  River, 
near  Bakersfield,  in  Kem  County, 
California.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Victor 
W.  Page,  P.O.  Box  5374,  San  Bernardino, 
California  92412. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  6-foot  high 
dike  and  headgate;  (2)  a  10,100-foot  long 
and  60-inch  diameter  reinforced 
concrete  and  steel  pipeline;  (3)  a 
concrete  powerhouse  containing  3 
generating  units,  each  rated  at  830  kW; 
and  (4)  a  transmission  line.  The  average 
annual  energy  generation  would  be  13 
million  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — ^The  energy 
generated  by  the  project  would  be  sold 
to  the  Southern  California  Edison 
Company. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  requested  to  provide 
comments  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Coordination  Act,  the  Endangered 
Species  Act,  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act,  the  Historical  and 
Archeological  Preservation  Act,  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  Pub. 
L.  No.  88-29,  and  other  applicable 
statutes.  No  other  formal  requests  for 
comments  will  be  made. 

Comments  should  be  confined  to 
substantive  issues  relevant  to  the 
issuance  of  a  license.  A  copy  of  the 
application  m^y  be  obtained  directly 


from  the  Applicant.  If  ah  agency  does 
not  file  comments  within  the  time  set 
below,  it  will  be  presumed  to  have  no 
comments. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  March  1, 1982,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  |d)(1980)]  or  a  notice  of 
intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c)(1980)] 
to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  the  time  specified  in  §4.33(c]. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  fi'om  the 
Applicant).  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  Ae  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  March  1, 1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS,” 
"NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION,” 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION.” 
“PROTEST.”  or  ’’PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE,”  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
•  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 


Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch. 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36776  Filed  12-23-81;*8:45  am) 

BIUJNQ  CODE  6717-411-M 


[Docket  Nos.  CS82-6-000,  et  aL] 

Puma  Petroleum  Co.,  et  al.; 
Applications  for  “Small  Producer” 
Certificates^ 

December  18, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the 
Applicants  listed  herein  has  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  157.40  of  the 
Regulations  thereunder  for  a  “small 
producer”  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
applications  which  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  January 
5, 1982,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  petitions  to  intervene  or 
protests  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 


'  This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consolidation 
for  hearing  of  the  several  matters  covered  herein. 
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determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  all  applications  in  which 
no  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within 
the  time  required  herein  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  believes  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificates  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  Where  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
hied,  or  where  the  Commission  on  its 
own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No. 

Date  filed 

Applicant 

CS82-6-000 . 

Nov.  6,  1981 . 

Puma  Petroleum 
Company.  1860 
Lincoln  St..  Suite 
407.  Denver. 
Colorado  6029S. 

CS82-7-000 . 

Nov.  2,  1981 . 

Kaiser  Energy.  Inc.. 
et  at,  300 

Lakeside  Drive. 
Oakland.  Califomia 
94643. 

CS82-8-000 . 

Nov.  16.  1981 . 

Hamman  Oil  & 
Refining  Company. 
3270  W.  Main.  Box 
13026.  Houston. 
Texas  77019. 

CS82-9-000  . 

Nov.  30.  1981 . 

Rollar  OH  Company. 
Inc..  P.O.  Box  215. 
Luling.  Louisiana 
70070. 

CS82-10-000 . 

Nov.  30.  1981 . 

Roland  Mongrue. 
doing  business  as 
Mongrue  Oil.  Inc.. 
P.O.  Box  215. 
Luling,  Louisiana 
70070. 

CS82-1 1-000 . 

Dec.  7.  1981 . 

Tarina  OH  Company. 
1006  Main  St.. 

Suite  1511. 
Houston.  Texas 
77002. 

CS82-1 2-000 . 

Dec.  8.  1981 _ 

EFB  Limited 
Partnership.  50 
Christmas  HHI 

Road,  GuHfoid, 

'  Connecticut  06437. 

[Project  No.  5619-000] 

R.D.D.,  Inc.;  Application  for  Preliminary 
Permit 

December  22, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  R.D.D.,  Inc. 
(Applicant)  filed  on  November  6, 1981, 
an  application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791(a)-825{r)]  for  Project  No.  5619 
to  be  known  as  the  Knott  Creek 
Hydroelectric  Project  located  on  Knott 
Creek  in  Humboldt  County,  Nevada. 

Part  of  the  project  is  located  on  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  land.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Richard  Drake,  President,  R.D.D.,  Inc., 
440  Rhinehart  Court,  Winnemucca, 
Nevada  89445. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  an  existing 
27-foot  high  dam  and  450  acre-foot 
capacity  reservoir,  enlargement  of  which 
is  proposed;  (2)  steel  penstock  3.5  miles 
long;  (3)  a  powerhouse  containing  a 
turbine  generator  with  940  kW  capacity 
and  4.1  GWh  annual  energy  production; 

(4)  transmission  line  one  mile  long;  and 

(5)  appurtenant  facilities.  Generated 
power  would  be  sold  to  either  Sierra 
Pacific  Power  Company  or  Bonneville 
Power  Administration. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  term  of  36 
months,  during  which  time  engineering, 
economic  and  environmental  studies 
will  be  conducted  to  ascertain  feasibility 
and  to  support  application  for  a  license 
to  construct  and  operate  the  project.  The 
estimated  cost  of  the  above  activities  is 
$72,000. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  March  1, 
1982,  the  competing  application  itself 
[see:  18  CFR  §  4.30  et  seq.  (1981)].  A 
notice  of  intent  to  file  a  competing 
application  for  preliminary  permit  will 
not  be  accepted  for  filing. 

The  Commission  will,  accept 
applications  for  license  or  exemption 
from  licensing,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
submit  such  an  application  in  response 
to  this  notice.  A  notice  of  intent  to  file 
an  application  for  license  or  exemption 


must  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
or  before  April  30, 1982,  and  should 
specify  the  type  of  application 
forthcoming.  Applications  for  licensing 
or  exemption  from  licensing  must  be 
filed  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations  [see:  18  CFR 
4.30  et  seq.  or  §  4.101  et  seq.  (1981),  as 
appropriate). 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  directly  from  the 
Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  March  1, 1982. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS,” 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION,” 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION,” 
“PROTEST,”  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE,”  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  this  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36778  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  “D” 
before  the  section  code.  Estimated 
annual  production  (PROD)  is  in  million 
cubic  feet  (MMCF).  An  (*)  before  the 
Control  (JD)  number  denotes  additional 
purchasers  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 

The  applications  for  determination  are 
available  for  inspection  except  to  the 
extent  such  material  is  confidential 
under  18  CFR  275.206,  at  the 
Commission’s  Division  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  St.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons 
objecting  to  any  of  these  determinations 
may,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR  275.203 
and  275.204,  file  a  protest  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  January  8, 

1982. 

Categories  within  each  NGPA  section 
are  indicated  by  the  following  codes: 

Section  102-1:  New  OCS  lease 
102-2:  New  well  (2.5  mile  rule] 

102-3:  New  well  (1000  ft  rule) 

102-4:  New  onshore  reservoir 
102-5:  New  reservoir  on  old  OCS  lease 
Section  107-DP:  15,000  feet  or  deeper 
107-GB:  Geopressured  brine 
107-CS:  Coal  seams 
107-DV:  Devonian  shale 
107-PE:  Production  enhancement 
107-TF:  New  tight  formation 

107- RT:  Recompletion  tight  formation 
Section  108:  Stripper  well 

108- SA:  Seasonally  affected 
108-ER:  Enhanced  recovery 
108-PB:  Pressure  buildup 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  "D” 
before  the  section  code.  Estimated 
annual  production  (PROD)  is  in  million 
cubic  feet  (MMCF).  An  (*)  before  the 
Control  (]D)  numbej  denotes  additional 
purchasers  listed  at  the  end  of  the(( 
notice. 

The  applications  for  determination  are 
available  for  inspection  except  to  the 
extent  such  material  is  conbdential 
under  18  CFR  275.206,  at  the 
Commission’s  Division  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  St.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons 
objecting  to  any  of  these  determinations 
may,  in  accordance  with  18  CFR  275.203 
and  275.204,  file  a  protest  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  January  8, 

1982. 

Categories  within  each  NGPA  section 
are  indicated  by  the  following  codes: 

Section  102-1:  New  OCS  lease 
102-2:  New  well  (2.5  mile  rule) 

102-3:  New  well  (1000  ft  rule) 

102-4:  New  onshore  reservoir 
102-5:  New  reservoir  on  old  OCS  lease 
Section  107-DP:  15,000  feet  or  deeper 
107-GB:  Geopressured  brine 
107-CS:  Coal  seams 
107-DV:  Devonian  shale 
107-PE:  Production  enhancement 
107-TF:  New  tight  formation 

107- RT:  Recompletion  tight  formation 
Section  108:  Stripper  well 

108- SA:  Seasonally  affected 
108-ER:  Enhanced  recovery 
108-PB:  Pressure  buildup 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36780  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[LCE— FRL-1985-7] 

Findings  of  Administrator  Preliminary 
to  Lodging  of  a  Consent  Decree  Under 
the  Steel  Industry  Compliance 
Extension  Act  of  1981:  Ford  Motor  Co. 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Notice  of  Hndings  preliminary 
to  lodging  of  amended  consent  decree. 

summary:  The  Administrator  indicates 
her  preliminary  intention  to  exercise  her 
discretion  and  agree  to  extensions  of 
compliance  dates  of  Ford  Motor 
Company  under  the  Steel  Industry 


Compliance  Extension  Act  of  1981. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  24, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Michael  Alushin,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460,  (202)  755-0658. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
September  29, 1981,  Ford  Motor 
Company  filed  an  application  with  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
seeking  certain  compliance  date 
extensions  for  steelm'aking' facilities  at’ •' 
its  River  Rouge  facility  in  Dearborn,  ’’ 
Michigan  under  the  provisions  of  section 
113(e)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  This  notice 
represents  the  Agency’s  formal 
determination  that  the  applicant 
qualifies  for  an  extension  of  the 
compliance  date  in  its  existing  consent 
decree.  Under  section  113(e)(7)(A)  of  the 
Act,  the  Agency  is  not  required  to  make 
proposed  findings  for  public  comment. 
The  Agency  will,  however,  receive 
public  comments  on  these  tindings,  and 
take  such  comments  into  account  when 
preparing  the  amended  consent  decree. 
Persons  wishing  to  comment  should  do 
so  without  delay  because  negotiation  of 
the  terms  of  the  amended  decree  is 
underway.  There  will  be  additional 
opportunity  for  public  comment, 
however.  Pursuant  to  28  CFR  50.7,  the 
Department  of  Justice  will  publish  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  the  proposed 
amended  decree  and  take  public 
comment  before  finally  submitting  the 
decree  to  the  court. 

Findings 

On  the  basis  of  information  submitted 
by  the  applicant  and  other  information 
available  to  me,  I  make  the  following 
findings: 

(1)  I  find  that  the  following 
compliance  obligations  (capital 
expenditures  necessary  to  achieve 
compliance  with  SIP  and  RACT  where 
applicable)  may  be  extended: 


Project  description 

Cost 

(million 

dollars) 

1.  Two  one*$pot  rotary  coke  quench  cars  (one  at 

3.8 

2.  Blast  furnace  casthouse  controls  (Blast  Fur- 

3.0 

6.8 

(2)  I  find  (a)  that  the  extensions  of 
compliance  are  necessary  to  aUq>v  the 
company  to  make  those  capital 
investments  in  its  iron-  and  steel- 
producing  operations  which  are 
described  below,  (b)  that  each  of  the 
following  investments  will  improve  the 
efficiency  and  productivity  of  the 
company’s  iron-  and  steel-producing 
operations  and  (c)  that  eadi 


modernization  investment  is  proposed  to 
be  made  at  its  River  Rouge  facility  in 
Dearborn,  Michigan,  a  community  which 
already  contains  iron-  and  steel- 
producing  facilities. 


Quakiying  modernization  investments 

Cost 

(million 

dollars) 

4.4 

6.1 

j  TptaL. . . . . . . . — 

(3)  I  find  that  in  order  to  achieve 
compliance  with  the  Clean  Air  Act  (and 
RACT,  where  applicable)  at  all  sources 
in  its  iron-  and  steel-producing 
operations  the  company  will  be  required 
to  make  at  least  the  following  capital 
expenditures: 


Source 


Amount 

(million 

donais) 


1.  Two  (2)  One-Spot  Rotary  Coke  Quench  Cars . 

2.  Blast  Furnace  Casthouse  Controls . 

3.  BOF  Stack  Controls . 

4.  BOF  Charging  arKi  Tapping 

5.  Iron  Ladle  Dumpling . 

6.  Coke  Oven  Main  Reinforcement . 

7.  Coke  Oven  Combustion  Stack  Silica  Welding . 

8.  Coke  Oven  Combustion  Stack  "C"  Precyiitator .. 


3.8 

3.0 

0.1 

0.3 

1.7 

0.2 

0.2 

0.9 


Total. 


10.2 


(4)  I  find  that  a  “phased  program  of 
compliance’’  (as  defined  in  section 
113(e)(2)  of  the  Act)  would  require  the 
company  to  make  the  capital 
expenditures  on  the  following  schedule: 

At  least  $5.1  million  by  December  31, 
1983. 

At  least  a  total  of  $7.65  million  by 
December  31, 1984. 

At  least  a  total  of  $10.2  million  by 
December  31, 1985. 

(5)  I  find  that  an  integration  of  the 
qualifying  capital  expenditures  and  the 
“phased  program  of  compliance” 
schedule,  when  allowing  for  the  required 
investments  under  §  113(e)(1)(B),  results 
in  the  following  required  schedule  of 
capital  expenditures: 

At  least  $3.4  million  for  non-deferred 
pollution  control  to  meet  SIP,  RACT  and 
decree  by  December  31, 1982. 

At  least  $6.8  million  for  improving 
efficiency  and  productivity  by  July  16, 
1983. 

At  least  a  total  of  $5.1  million  for 
pollution  control  projects  by  December 

31. 1983. 

At  least  a  total  of  $7.65  million  for 
pollution  control  projects  by  December 

31. 1984. 

At  least  a  total  of  $10.2  million  for 
pollution  control  projects  by  December 

31. 1985. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  247  /  Thursday,  December  24,  1981  /.  Notices 


62537 


To  the  extent  possible,  the  decree 
must  incorporate  this  schedule. 

(6)  I  find  that  the  company  will  have 
overall  capital  expenditures  set  forth  in 
the  preceding  section. 

(7)  I  find  that  the  company  is  in 
compliance  with  its  existing  Federal 
judicial  decree  (United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Michigan,  Civil  Action  No.  81-70392). 

(8)  I  find  that  the  extensions  of 
compliance  contemplated  herein  will  not 
result  in  degradation  of  air  quality 
during  the  term  of  the  extension. 

Based  on  those  findings,  I  have 
decided  to  exercise  my  statutory 
discretion  and  preliminarily  consent  to 
the  extension  of  certain  deadlines  of 
compliance,  contingent  upon  the 
successful  negotiation  and  agreement 
between  the  company  and  the  United 
States  of  Federal  judicifd  decree(s) 
containing  the  provisions  outlined  in 
section  113(e)(1)(C).  This  exercise  of  my 
discretion  is  entirely  contingent  upon 
such  successful  negotiation  and  should 
the  parties  be  unable  to  fi'ame  a 
complete  and  total  agreement,  then  no 
such  extensions  shall  be  granted. 

In  particular,  I  hereby  give  my 
preliminary  consent  to  the  entry  of  a 
proper  decree  which  requires  capital 
expenditures  to  be  made  on  the 
schedule  reflected  in  my  finding  number 
(5)  above  to  the  extent  possible.  The 
negotiation  of  such  a  decree  is 
underway  and  a  decree  may  be 
presented  to  me  for  my  review  within  a 
few  weeks.  Persons  desiring  to  make 
public  comment  on  these  preliminary 
findings  should  do  so  without  delay. 
Comments  should  be  sent  to:  Michael 
Alushin  (EN-329),  Office  of  Legal 
Coimsel  and  Enforcement,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 
Telephone:  (202)  755-0658. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  the 
event  of  successful  negotiation  and 
agreement  between  the  company  and 
the  United  States  of  such  Federal 
judicial  decree(s),  such  consent  decree 
will  be  lodged  and  public  comment 
opportunity  provided  under  the 
provisions  of  28  CFR  50.7  by  Federal 
Register  publication  by  the  Department 
of  Justice  without  any  further  Federal 
Register  notice  on  behalf  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

Dated:  December  17, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36700  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  em] 
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[LCE-FRL-1985-6] 

Findings  of  Administrator  with  Regard 
to  Steel  Industry  Compliance 
Extension  Act  of  1981:  Alabama  By- 
Products  Corp. 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Notice  of  Findings  Preliminary 
to  lodging  of  Amended  Consent  Decree. 
The  Administrator  indicates  her 
preliminary  intention  to  exercise  her 
discretion  and  agree  to  an  extension  of  a 
compliance  date  of  the  Alabama  By- 
Products  Corporation  under  the  Steel 
Industry  Compliance  Extension  Act  of 
1981. 


DATE:  Effective  upon  December  24, 1981. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michael  Alushin,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460,  (202)  755-0658. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
September  21, 1981,  Alabama  By- 
Products  Corporation  (hereinafter 
“ABC”)  filed  an  application  with  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
seeking  a  certain  compliance  date 
extension  for  steelmaking  facilities 
under  the  provisions  of  section  113(e)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act  (Pub.  L.  97-23, 44 
U.S.C.  4713.)  This  notice  represents  the 
Agency's  formal  determination  that  the 
applicant  qualifies  for  an  extension  of 
the  compliance  date  of  its  existing 
consent  decree.  (Civil  Action  No.^77-M- 
1455-S:  United  States  of  America  v. 
Alabama  By-Products  Corporation: 
Northern  District  of  Alabama,  Southern 
Division;  entered  October  31, 1980. 
Hereinafter  “existing  consent  decree”.) 
Under  section  113(e)(7)(A)  of  the  Act, 
the  Agency  is  not  required  to  make 
Proposed  Findings  for  public  comment. 
The  Agency  will,  however,  receive 
public  comments  oir  these  Findings,  and 
take  such  comments  into  account  when 
preparing  the  amended  consent  decree. 
Persons  wishing  to  comment  should  do 
so  without  delay  because  negotiation  of 
the  terms  of  the  amended  decree  will 
begin  immediately.  There  will  be' 
additional  opportimity  for  public 
comment,  however.  Pursuant  to  28  CFR 
50.7,  the  Department  of  Justice  will 
publish  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
the  proposed  amended  decree,  and  take 
public  comment  before  finally 
submitting  the  decree  to  the  court. 
FINDINGS:  On  the  basis  of  information 
submitted  by  the  applicant  and  other 
information  available  to  me,  I  make  the 
following  findings: 

(1)  I  find  that  the  following 
compliance  obligations  may  be 
extended: 


PfOiBCt  dSBcnpbon 

Remaining  cost 

Emission  control  system  tor  coke 

Approximately 

pushing  operation  at  coke  bat¬ 
tery  Noe.  1,  5  and  6. 

$6AS9.200. 

(2)  (a)  I  find  that  the  above  extension 
is  necessary  to  allow  the  company  to 
make  the  capital  investment  in  its  iron- 
and  steel-producing  operations 
described  below. 

(b)  I  find  that.the  investment 
described  below  will  improve  the 
efficiency  and  productivity  of  the 
company’s  iron  and  steel-producing 
operations. 

(c)  I  find  that  the  investment 
described  below  is  proposed  to  be  made 
in  a  community  which  already  contfuns 
iron  and  steel-producing  facilities. 


Quaufying  Modernization  Investment 


Protect  description 

RBinfliranQ  cost 

Replacement  o(  existing  boiers 

At  least  S6.859.200. 

with  new  bo8ers  o(  higher 

energy  efficierKiy  .at  Tarrant  la- 

ciMy. 

(3)  For  the  capital  investment  listed 
below,  I  find  that  the  capital  investment 
is  not  within  the  scope  of  the'  company’s 
iron-and  steel-producing  operations. 

Non-Qualifying  Capital  Investment 

That  project  described  at  paragraph 
(B)2.b.  of  page  1,  under  tab  113(e)(1)(B) 
of  ABC’s  application.  The  company  has 
claimed  the  description  of  this  project  to 
be  confidential  business  information, 
and  EPA  has  determined,  pursuant  to 
section  113(e)(3)  and  40  CFR  Part  2,  that 
this  description  does  qualify  for 
confidential  treatment. 

(4)  I  find  that  in  order  to  achieve 
compliance  with  the  Clean  Air  Act  at  all 
sources  in  its  iron-and  steel-producing 
operations,  ABC  will  be  required  to 
make  at  least  the  following  capital 
expenditures: 


Source 

Amount 

Emission  control  system  tor  coke 

Approadfnatsty 

oven  pushing  on  coke  batteries 

S6.8SS.200. 

Nos.  1.5  and  6. 

ABC  has  been  given  the  initial 
notification  of  violation  contemplated  in 
section  in.C.3.(b)  of  the  existing  consent 
decree.  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
decree,  ABC  my  be  required  to  spend  an 
additional  sum  of  approximately 
$3,500,000  for  a  gas  cleaning  device  for 
combustion  sta^  number  4. 

(5)  I  find  that  a  “phased  program  of 
compliance”  (as  defined  in  section 
113(e)(2)  of  the  Act)  would  require  ABC 
to  m^e  pollution  control  capital 
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expenditures  on  the  following  schedule, 
beginning  with  the  entry  of  a  decree: 
$968,358— By  June  30, 1983. 

$3,227,859— By  June  30, 1984. 

$6,859,200— By  June  30  1985. 

This  phased  program  of  spending  does 
not  comport  exactly  with  the  statutory 
dehnition  found  in  Section  113(e)(2]. 
However,  because  the  extension  will  be 
granted  for  only  one  project,  this 
schedule  does  represent  a  phased 
program  of  spending,  “to  the  extent 
possible.”  Section  113(e)(2).  The  policy 
behind  the  phased  program  requirement 
of  the  statute  is  fiuthered  by  may 
requirement  that  the  project  be 
completed  by  June  30, 1985. 

(6)  I  find  that  an  integration  of  the 
“qualifying  modernization  investment” 
and  the  “phased  program  of 
compliance”  schedule,  when  allowing 
for  the  required  investments  under 
section  113(e)(1)(B)  of  the  Act,  results  in 
the  following  required  schedule  of 
capital  expenditures: 

At  least  $6,859,200  for  qualifying 
modernization  investment — ^By  July 
17, 1983, 

At  least  $968,358  for  pollution  control — 
By  June  30, 1983. 

At  least  $3,227,859  for  pollution 
control — By  June  30, 1984. 

At  least  $6,859,200  for  pollution 
control — ^By  June  30, 1985. 

This  schedule  does  not  include 
expenditures  which  may  be  necessary 
for  the  combustion  stack  No.  4  Gas 
Cleaner  referred  to  in  finding  (4)  above. 

If  ABC  fails  to  comply  after  the  notice 
periods  provided. and  therefore  is 
required  to  install  this  equipment,  it 
must  obligate  the  additional  sum  of 
approximately  $3,500,000  in  accordance 
with  the  schedule  in  the  existing  consent 
decree,  section  III.c.3.(b). 

(7)  I  find  that  ABC  will  have  sufficient 
funds  to  comply  with  the  capital 
expenditure  requirements  set  forth  in 
finding  (6). 

(8)  I  find  that  the  company  has 
violated  the  following  provisions  of  the 
existing  consent  decree,  but  that  such 
violations  have  been  corrected  or  are  de 
minimis: 

(a)  Consent  Decree  Provisions  IH.C.l. 
and  III.D.l.:  Chaining  Emissions  from 
Coke  Batteries  Nos.  5  and  6 
Violations  have  been  documented  on 
June  2  and  June  3, 1981;  however,  more 
recent  data  from  Jefferson  County  and 
EPA  inspections  have  shown  the  source 
to  be  in  compliance.  ABC  has  committed 
in  writing  to  operation  and  maintenance 
procedures,  beyond  those  expressly 
required  in  the  existing  decree,  designed 
to  provide  continuing  compliance.  T^ese 
operation  and  maintenance  procedures 


will  be  included  in  the  amendment  to 
the  existing  decree. 

(b)  Consent  Decree  Provisions  III.C.3. 
and  III.D.3.:  Combustion  Stack  No.  4 

Violations  of  the  emission  limitation 
applicable  to  this  stack  have  been 
documented  by  EPA  and  the  Jefferson 
Coimty  Department  of  Health  beyond 
the  December  30, 1980  final  compliance 
date,  and  ABC  has  recently  been 
notified  of  such  violations.  Pursuant  to 
section  in.C.3.(b)  of  the  existing  consent 
decree,  ABC  must  install  a  gas  cleaning 
device  on  the  stack  and  demonstrate 
compliance  within  25  months  after  being 
formally  notified  by  EPA  of  a  violation 
continuing  more  than  60  days  after 
initial  notice.  The  emission  violations 
are  considered  de  minimis  because  ABC 
has  not  been  given  notice  of  continuing 
violation  and  has  not,  therefore, 
subsequently  failed  to  begin  the 
procedures  required  to  install  a  gas 
cleaning  device. 

(c)  Consent  Decree  Provisions  III.A.4., 
III.C.2.,  and  III.D.2.:  Pushing  Emissions 
from  Coke  Batteries  Nos.  1,  5,  and  6 

Under  the  existing  consent  decree, 

ABC  was  required  to  initiate  on-site 
construction  or  installation  of  a  pushing 
emission  control  system  on  April  30, 

1981.  The  company  actually  began 
foundation  work  in  the  first  week  of 
August  1981.  Because  this  delay  was  not 
so  great  as  to  preclude  compliance  with 
the  final  compliance  date  in  the  decree, 
this  violation  is  considered  de  minimis. 

(9)  I  find  that  the  extension  of 
compliance  contemplated  herein  will  not 
result  in  degradation  of  air  quality 
during  the  term  of  the  extension.  This 
finding  is  predicated  on  the  company’s 
assurance  that  adequate  operation  and 
maintenance  procedures  will  be 
followed. 

Based  on  those  findings,  I  have 
decided  to  exercise  my  statutory 
discretion  and  preliminarily  to  consent 
to  the  extension  of  certain  deadlines  of 
compliance,  contingent  upon  the 
successful  negotiation  and  agreement 
between  the  company  and  the  United 
States,  of  a  Federal  judicial  decree 
containing  the  provisions  outlined  in 
section  113(e)(1)(C).  This  exercise  of  my 
discretion  is  entirely  contingent  upon 
such  successful  negotiation  and  should 
the  parties  be  unable  to  fi'ame  a 
complete  and  total  agreement,  then  no 
such  extensions  shall  be  granted. 

In  particular,  I  hereby  give  my 
preliminary  consent  to  the  entry  of  a 
proper  decree  which  requires  capital 
expenditures  to  be  made  on  the 
schedule  reflected  in  my  finding  number 
(5)  above.  The  negotiation  of  such  a 
decree  is  under  way  and  a  decree  may 
be  presented  to  me  for  my  review  within 
a  few  weeks.  Persons  desiring  to  make 


public  comment  on  these  preliminary 
findings  should  do  so  without  delay. 
Comments  should  be  sent  to:  Michael 
Alushin,  Office  of  Enforcement  Counsel, 
U.S.  Enviroiunental  Protection  Agency, 
401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 
Telephone:  (202)  755-0658. 

Notice  is  here  given  that  in  the  event 
of  successful  negotiation  and  agreement 
between  the  company  and  the  United 
States  of  such  Federal  judicial  decree, 
such  consent  decree  will  be  lodged  and 
public  comment  opportunity  provided 
under  the  provisions  of  28  CITl  50.7  by 
Federal  Register  publication  by  the 
Department  of  Justice  without  any 
further  Federal  Register  notice  on  behalf 
of  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

Dated:  December  17, 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36701  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 
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[ER-FRL-2015-«] 

Availability  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements  Filed 

Responsible  Agency:  USEPA,  Office  of 
Federal  Activities 

Information  Contact:  Ms.  Kathi  Wilson  (202) 
245-3006 

EISs  Filed:  December  14-18, 1981 
Comment  Due  Dates:  Drafts — ^February  8, 

1982;  Finals — January  25, 1982 
Corps  of  Engineers  (COE):  Draft — 

Brownsville  Deepwater  Channel  and 
Multipurpose  Terminal,  Permit,  Willacy 
Coimty,  Texas  (EPA  EIS  #811023) 

COE:  Final — Metropolitan  Atlanta  Area 
Water  Resources  Management  Study, 
Georgia  (EPA  EIS  #811014) 

COE:  Final — ^Harbor  Beach  Harbor  Dredging 
and  Disposal,  Permit,  Huron  County, 
Michigan  (EPA  EIS  #811015) 

Department  of  Energy  (DOE):  Draft 
Supplement — Liquid  Metal  Fast  Breeder 
Reactor  Program  (EPA  EIS  #811021) 

DOI:  Bureau  of  Land  Management:  Draft: 
Diapir  Field  OCS  Oil  and  Gas  Lease  Sale 
No.  71,  Alaska:  EXTENDED  REVIEW  1/12/ 
82  (EPA  EIS  #811024) 

DOT:  Federal  Highway  Administration 
(FHWA):  Draft — Great  River  Road 
Construction,  Hickman  and  Fulton 
Counties,  Kentucky  (EPA  EIS  #811009) 
DOT:  FHWA:  Final — Yonkers  Nepperhan 
Arterial,  Westchester  County,  New  York 
(EPA  EIS  #811013) 

DOT:  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA):  Final — ^Everglades  Jetport 
Replacement  Airport,  Dade  Coimty,  Florida 
(EPA  EIS  #811017) 

DOT:  FAA:  Final — ^Kansas  City  International 
Airport,  Platte  and  Clay  Counties,  Missouri 
(EPA  EIS  #811019) 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  (HUD):  104H:  Draff — 
Galleries  of  Syracuse  Redevelopment 
UDAG,  Onondaga  County,  New  York  (EPA 
EIS  #811010) 
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HUD:  Draft — ^Trophy  Club  Subdivision, 
Mortgage  Insurance,  Denton  County,  Texas 
(EPA  EIS  #811011) 

HUD:  Final — Southdown  Subdivision, 
Mortgage  Insurance,  Brazoria  County, 
Texas  (EPA  EIS  #811012) 

HUD:  Draft — Paintaed  Hills  Development, 
Mortgage  Insurance,  Uintah  County,  Utah 
(EPA  EIS  #811020) 

HUD:  Final — Rosemeade  Subdivision, 
Mortgage  Insurance,  Denton  County,  Texas 
(EPA  EIS  #811018) 

USDA:  Forest  Service  (FS):  Final — Cheyenne 
Stage  II  Diversion,  Medicine  Bow  National 
Forest,  Albany  and  Caribou  Counties, 
Wyoming  (EPA  EIS  #811016) 

USDA:  FS:  Draft — Sierra  National  Forest 
Land  and  Resource  Management  Plan, 
Fresno,  Madera  and  Mariposa  Counties, 
California,  EXTENDED  REVIEW  3/26/82 
(EPA  EIS  #811025) 

USDA:  FS:  Draft — Grider  Roadless  Area  Fire 
Salvage  Sale,  Klamath  National  Forest, 
Siskiyou  County,  California  (EPA  EIS 
#811026) 

USDA:  Rural  Electrification  Administration: 
Draft — Hayden  to  Blue  River  345  kV 
Transmission  Line,  Grand,  Routt  and 
Summit  Counties,  Colorado  (EPA  EIS 
#811022) 

Dated:  December  21, 1981. 

Paul  C.  Cahill, 

Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36842  Filed  12-23-61;  8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Agreement  RIed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
following  agreement  has  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  for  review  and  approval 
pursuant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75 
Stat.  763,  46  U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  and  the 
justification  offered  therefor  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street, 
N.W.,  Room  10427;  or  may  inspect  the 
agreement  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at 
New  York,  NY.,  New  Orleans, 

Louisiana,  San  Francisco,  California, 
Chicago,  Illinois,  and  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico.  Interested  parties  may  submit 
comments  on  the  agreement,  including 
request  for  hearing,  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20573,  within  10  days 
after  the  date  of  the  Federal  Register  in 
which  this  notice  appears.  Comments 
should  include  facts  and  arguments 
concerning  the  approval,  modification, 
or  disapproval  of  the  proposed 
agreement.  Comments  shall  discuss  with 
particularity  allegations  that  the 
agreement  is  imjustly  discriminatory  or 
unfair  as  between  carriers,  shippers, 
exporters,  importers,  or  ports,  or 


between  exporters  fi'om  the  United 
States  and  their  foreign  competitors,  or 
operates  to  the  detriment  of  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States,  or  is 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  or  is  in 
violation  of  the  Act. 

A  copy  of  any  comments  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  and  the  statement  should 
indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Agreement  No.  T-4010. 

Filing  party:  Joseph  F.  Mullins,  Jr., 
Esquire,  Denning  &  Wohlstetter,  1700  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Siunmary:  Agreement  No.  T-4010, 
between  Federal  Marine  Terminals,  Inc. 
(FMT),  and  Eastport  Port  Authority 
(Authority),  provides  for  the  lease  by  the 
Authority  to  FMT,  of  the  surface  area  of 
the  Federal  Breakwater,  Steel  Faced  Pier 
and  Stone  Appropach  located  in  the 
Eastport,  Maine  Harbor.  The  premises 
are  to  be  used  exclusively  by  FMT  as  a 
marine  terminal.  The  term  of  the  lease  is 
for  thirteen  months,  commencing 
December  1, 1981,  and  terminating 
December  31, 1982,  with  a  renewal  - 
option  for  two  additional  terms  of  one 
year  each.  FMT  shall  pay  a  rental  of 
$12,000  for  the  period  January  1, 1982  to 
December  31, 1982,  if  renewed;  for  the 
period  January  1, 1983  through 
December  31, 1983;  $13,200  and  for  the 
period  January  1, 1984  through 
December  31, 1984;  $14,520. 

Assignments,  liability  and  maintenance 
are  as  agreed  to  by  the  parties  in  the 
agreement. 

■  Dated:  December  31. 1981. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hume'y, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-38672  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 
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Petition  for  the  Removal  of  Portwide 
Exemption 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Florida 
Customs  Brokers  and  Forwarders 
Association  Inc.  through  the  law  firm  of 
Sandler  &  Travis,  P.A.  located  at 
Rivergate  Plaza,  444  Brickell  Avenue, 
Miami,  Florida  33131,  filed  a  petition  for 
the  removal  of  portwide  exemptions 
granted  by  the  Commission  to  the  Ports 
of  Pensacola,  Port  Everglades  and 
Tampa,  Florida  pursuant  to  §  510.33(e) 
of  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
General  Order  4  (46  CFR  510.33(e)). 

Section  510.33(e)  of  General  Order  4 
prohibits  a  licensed  independent  ocean 
freight  forwarder  from  collecting 
compensation  if  it  requests  the  carrier  or 
its  agent  to  perform  any  of  the 
forwarding  services.  This  section  further 
provides  an  exemption  from  this 


prohibition  to  licensee/agents  in  the 
port  of  loading  upon  application  therefor 
and  upon  a  finding  by  the  Commission 
that  an  adequate  supply  of  forwarding 
services  is  not  being  held  out  by 
nonagent  licensees  domiciled  at  the  port 
of  loading.  By  Orders  served  on 
November  28, 1966  the  Commission 
granted  the  Ports  of  Pensacola  and 
Tampa,  Florida  portwide  exemptions. 
Port  Everglades,  Florida  was  granted  a 
portwide  exemption  by  Commission 
Order  served  on  May  2, 1967. 

The  Florida  Customs  Brokers  and 
Forwarders  Association  Inc.  alleges  that 
an  adequate  supply  of  forwarding 
services  is  now  being  held  out  by 
nonagent  licensees  at  Pensacola,  Port 
Ever^ades  and  Tampa,  Florida  and  that 
the  present  exemptions  are  no  longer 
justified  on  this  basis. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  petition  at  the 
Washin^on  office  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  St,  N.W.. 
Room  10105.  Comments  with  reference 
to  the  petition,  including  a  request  for 
hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  submitted  to 
the  Secretary.  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20573,  on 
or  before  January  13, 1982.  A  copy  of 
any  such  statement  or  request  for  a 
hearing  should  also  be  forwarded  to  the 
petitioner  (as  indicated  herein),  and  the 
comments  should  indicate  that  this  has 
been  done. 

Dated:  December  21, 1981. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C  Humey, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-38672  Filed  12-23-81;  845  am] 
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[AgrBemontB  Nob.  T-3738-1,  T-3933-1  and 
T-4004] 

Availability  of  Rndinga  of  No 
Significant  impact 

Upon  completion  of  environmental 
assessments,  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission’s  Office  of  Energy  and 
Environmental  Impact  has  determined 
that  the  Commission’s  decision  on  the 
proposed  actions  listed  below  will  not 
constitute  major  Federal  actions 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.,  and 
that  preparation  of  environmental 
impact  statements  is  not  required. 

Agreement  No.  T-3738-1  is  between 
the  South  Carolina  States  Ports 
Authority  (the  Port;  Authority)  and 
Orient  Overseas  Container  Lines 
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(OOCL).  This  amendment  modifies  the 
basic  agreement  which  provides  for  the 
Port’s  five-year  lease  to  OOCL  of  certain 
premises  at  the  Port’s  North  Charleston 
terminal.  Charleston,  South  Carolina. 

Agreement  No.  T-3933-1,  between  the 
City  of  Long  Beach  and  Toyota  Motor 
Sales  U.S.A.,  Inc.  (Toyota),  provides  for 
certain  realignment  of  the  boundaries  of 
the  present  premises.  The  realignment, 
however,  will  not  change  the  amount  of 
acreage  specified  in  the  original 
agreement.  This  acreage  is  used  by 
Toyota  to  handle  and  stow  automobiles. 

Agreement  No.  T-4004,'  between  the 
Port  of  Portland  and  six  ]apanese-flag 
lines,  provides  for  the  preferential 
assignment  of  14  acres  at  Terminal  6 
including  one  berth,  one  crane  and 
adjacent  backup  container  working 
area. 

The  Findings  of  No  Significant  Impact 
(FONSI)  will  become  final  on  or  before 
January  13, 1982,  unless  petitions  for 
review  are  filed  pursuant  to  46  CFR 
547.6(b). 

The  FONSI  and  related  environmental 
assessments  are  available  for  inspection 
on  request  from  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Room  11101,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  telephone  (202)  523-5725. 

Frauds  C.  Humey, 

Secretary. 

(Fit  Doc.  81-38788  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6790-01-11 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
de  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  ffie  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Reg^ation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo], 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consununation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.’’  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 


the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  shoidd  be  submitted  in 
writing  and,  except  as  noted,  received 
by  the  appropriate  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  not  later  than  January  12. 1982. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Philadelphia  (Thomas  K.  Desch,  Vice 
President)  100  North  6th  Street, 
Philadephia,  Pennsylvania  19105: 

Provident  National  Corporation, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  (data 
processing  activities;  nationwide):  to 
engage,  tl^ugh  its  subsidiary.  Provident 
Financial  Processing  Corporation,  in 
data  processing  activities,  including  the 
performance  of  transfer  agency  services 
in  connection  with  an  integrated 
financial  services  program  available 
through  certain  national  brokerage  firms 
on  a  nationwide  basis.  These  activities 
would  be  conducted  from  an  office  at 
105  Foulk  Road,  Wilmington,  Delaware, 
serving  a  nationwide  geographic  area. 

B.  F^eral  Reserve  Bank  of  Cleveland 
(Harry  W.  Hunning,  Vice  President)  1455 
East  Sixth  Street,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44101: 

AmeriTrust  Corporation,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  (financing,  servicing,,  leasing 
activities;  Illinois):  to  engage,  through  its 
de  novo  subsidiary,  AT  Financial 
Corporation,  in  the  following  activities: 
making  or  acquiring  and  servicing  for  its 
own  accoimt  or  for  the  account  of 
others,  loans  and  extensions  of  credit, 
including  commercial  loans  secured  by  a 
borrower’s  inventory  and  accounts 
receivable;  making  leases  of  personal 
property  or  acting  as  agent,  broker  or 
advisor  in  leasing  such  property;  and 
making  or  acquiring  other  extensions  of 
credit  such  as  would  be  made  by  a 
commercial  finance  company.  Iliese 
activities  would  be  conducted  from  a  de 
novo  office  to  be  located  in  Chicago, 
Illinois,  serving  the  Chicago  SMSA. 

C.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Richmond 
(Lloyd  W.  Bostian,  Jr..  Vice  President) 
701  East  Byrd  Street,  Richmond,  Virginia 
23261: 

Suburban  Bancorporation, 

Hyattsville,  Maryland  (financing  and 
leasing  activities;  Virginia  and  North 
Carolina):  proposes  to  engage,  through  a 
relocation  of  the  Richmond,  Virginia 
office  of  its  subsidiary.  Suburban 
Funding  Corporation,  in  the  business  of 


a  commercial  finance  company;  making 
and  acquiring  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  for  itself  or  for 
others;  leasing  real  and  personal 
property  and  acting  as  agent,  broker  and 
advisor  in  the  leasing  of  real  and 
personal  property;  servicing  loans, 
leases  and  other  extensions  of  credit  for 
itself  and  others;  and  arranging 
financing,  financial  structuring  and 
analysis  of  equipment  and  financing 
problems.  These  activities  will  be 
conducted  from  an  office  in 
Charlottesville,  Virginia,  serving 
Virginia  and  North  Carolina. 

D.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago 
(Franklin  D.  Dreyer,  Vice  President)  230 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60690: 

1.  Detroitbank  Corporation,  Detroit, 
Michigan  (trust  company  activities; 
Florida):  to  engage,  through  a  subsidiary 
known  as  DBT  '.rrust  Company  of 
Florida,  in  the  following:  activities  that 
may  be  carried  on  by  a  trust  company, 
including  activities  of  a  fiduciary, 
investment  advisory,  agency,  or 
custodial  nature.  Such  activities  will  be 
conducted  at  an  office  located  at  5550 
Blades  Road,  Boca  Raton,  Florida, 
serving  the  Boca  Raton-West  Palm 
Beach  Standard  Metroplitan  Statistical 
Area,  which  is  comprised  of  Palm  Beach 
County,  Florida.  Comments  on  this 
application  must  be  received  not  later 
than  January  6, 1982. 

2.  Shaw  Investment  Company,  New 
Hampton,  Iowa  (bookkeeping  and  data 
processing  services;  Iowa):  to  engage, 
through  its  subsidiary.  Management 
Reporting  Systems,  Ltd.,  in  bookkeeping 
and  data  processing  services  for  the 
internal  operations  of  Applicant  and  its 
subsidiaries,  the  storing  and  processing 
of  other  banking  financial,  or  related 
economic  data,  such  as  performing 
payroll,  accounts  receivable  or  payable, 
or  billing  services.  These  services  are  to 
be  provided  to  the  Applicant,  its 
subsidiaries  and  others.  These  activities 
would  be  conducted  from  an  office  in 
New  Hampton,  Iowa,  serving  the 
communities  of  New  Hampton, 
Fredericksburg,  and  sumner,  Iowa  and 
the  surrounding  rural  areas. 

E.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco  (Harry  W.  Green,  Vice 
President)  400  Sansome  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  94120: 

1.  BankAmerica  Corporation,  San 
Francisco,  California  (underwriting 
insurance  activities;  expansion  of 
geographic  scope;  Missouri,  North 
Dakota  and  Wisconsin):  to  continue  to 
engage,  through  its  indirect  subsidiary, 
BA  Insurance  Company,  Inc.,  a 
California  corporation,  in  the  activity  of 
underwriter,  initially  as  reinsurer,  to  the 
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extent  permitted  by  relevant  state  law 
for  credit-related  life  insurance  and 
credit-related  accident  and  health 
insurance  which  is  directly  related  to 
extensions  of  credit  by  BankAmerica 
Corporation  and  its  nonbank 
subsidiaries.  The  activities  of  BA 
Insurance  Company,  Inc.  will  be 
conducted  from  an  exising  office  located 
in  San  Francisco,  California,  serving  the 
states  of  Missouri,  North  Dakota,  and 
Wisconsin. 

2.  Moore  Financial  Group,  Inc.,  Boise, 
Idaho  (financing  and  leasing  activities; 
Washington,  Oregon,  Nevada,  Utah, 
Colorado,  Wyoming,  Montana,  and 
Idaho);  to  engage,  through  its  subsidiary, 
Moore  Corporate  Financial  services, 

Inc.,  in  making  or  acquiring  commercial 
loans  or  other  similar  extensions  of 
credit;  servicing  loans;  and  making 
leases  or  acting  as  an  agent,  broker,  or 
advisor  in  the  leasing  of  real  or  personal 
property.  These  activities  would  be 
conducted  from  an  ofHce  in  Boise,  Idaho 
serving  the  eight  states  listed  in  the 
caption  to  this  notice. 

3.  U.S.  Bancorp,  Portland,  Oregon 
(commercial  finance;  leasing;  credit 
insurance;  California);  to  engage  de 
novo  through  its  subsidiary,  U.S. 

Bancorp  Financial,  Inc.,  in  the  making, 
acquiring  and  servicing  of  loans  and 
other  extensions  of  credit,  either  secured 
or  unsecured,  for  its  own  accoimt  or  for 
the  account  of  others,  including  but  not 
limited  to,  commercial,  rediscount, 
installment  sales  contracts  and  other 
forms  of  receivables,  and  leasing  of 
personal  property  in  conformity  with  the 
provisions  of  225.4(a)(i)(3)  and  (6)(a)  of 
Regulation  Y  and  acting  as  insurance 
agent  with  respect  to  credit  life  and 
disability  insurance,  property  and 
casualty  insurance  solely  in  connection 
with  extensions  of  credit  by  Bancorp 
Financial  in  conformity  with  the 
provisions  of  section  225.4(a)(9)(i)  of 
Regulation  Y.  These  activities  will  be 
conducted  from  an  office  in  Sacramento, 
California,  and  will  serve  the  Central 
Valley  area. 

F.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 

None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  December  17, 1981. 
Theodore  E.  Downing,  (r.. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36806  Filed  12-24-81:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
De  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 


225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo], 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and,  except  as  noted,  received 
by  the  appropriate  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  not  later  than  January  15, 1982. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  Yodk 
(A.  Marshall  Puckett,  Vice  President)  33 
Liberty  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10045: 

1.  Barclays  Bank  Limited  and  its 
subsidiary,  Barclays  Bank  International 
Limited,  London  England  (consumer 
finance,  insurance  activities;  Florida, 
Texas,  Washington):  To  relocate  offices 
of  their  subsidiaries  and  continue  to 
engage  through  their  subsidiaries, 
BarclaysAmerican  Corporation,  a  North 
Carolina  corporation  (“BAC”); 
BarclaysAmerican/Financial,  Inc.,  a 
North  Carolina  corporation  (“BAF’); 
BarclaysAmerican/Industrial  Loan 
Company,  a  Washington  corporation 
(“BAl”);  and  BarclaysAmerican/ 
Mortgage,  Inc.,  a  North  Carolina 
corporation  (“BAM”);  in  making  direct 
consumer  loans,  including  loans  secured 
by  real  estate,  and  purchasing  of  sales 
insurance  contracts  representing 
extensions  of  credit  such  as  would  be 
made  or  acquired  by  a  consumer  finance 
company,  and  wholesale  financing  (floor 
planning);  and  acting  as  agent  for  the 
sale  of  related  credit  life,  credit  accident 
and  health  and  credit  property 


insurance.  Credit  life  and  credit  accident 
and  health  insurance  sold  as  agent  may 
be.  underwritten  or  reinsured  by  BAC’s 
insurance  underwriting  subsidiaries. 
These  activities  would  be  conducted 
from  an  office  of  BAF  and  BAM  located 
in  Gainesville,  Florida,  which  will 
service  the  city  of  Gainesville,  Florida 
and  the  area  within  a  25-mile  radius,  as 
well  as  continue  to  service  existing 
accounts  in  Cross  City,  Florida;  an  office 
of  BAF  located  in  Dallas,  Texas  which 
will  service  the  area  within  a  10-mile 
radius  of  the  Dallas,  Texas  office;  and 
an  office  of  BAF  and  BAI  located  in  East 
Wenatchee,  Washington,  which  will 
service  the  city  of  East  Wenatchee, 
Washington. 

2.  Chemical  New  Yark  Corporation, 
New  York,  New  York  (financing  and 
insurance  activities;  Oklahoma  and 
Arizona):  To  engage  through  its 
subsidiary,  Sunamerica  Corporation,  in 
generating  and  servicing  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit;  making  or  acquiring 
loans  to  consumers;  acquiring 
installment  contracts  fi'om  retail  sellers 
covering  the  time  sale  of  goods  and 
related  services;  making  or  acquiring 
loans  and  other  extensions  of  credit  to 
businesses  (including  but  not  limited  to, 
inventory  financing);  making  or 
acquiring  extensions  of  credit  secured 
by  personal  property  lease  contracts; 
making  available  to  its  debtors  credit 
life,  credit  accident  and  health,  mortgage 
life,  mortgage  disability,  and  property 
and  casualty  insurance,  all  directly 
related  to  extensions  of  credit.  These 
activities  will  be  conducted  fi’om  offices 
in  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  and 
Phoenix,  Arizona,  serving  the  states  of 
Oklahoma  and  Arizona,  respectively. 
Credit  life  and  credit  accident  and 
health  insurance  provided  by  this  office 
in  connection  witl^he  proposed 
activities  will  be  reinsured  through  Sun 
States  Life  and/ or  Great  Lakes 
Insurance  Companies,  indirect 
subsidiaries  of  the  applicant. 

3.  Citicorp,  New  York,  New  York 
(commercial  lending  and  leasing 
activities;  Colorado,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming):  To  engage  through  a  de  novo 
office  of  Citicorp  Industrial  Credit,  Inc. 
in  making  or  acquiring,  for  its  own 
account  or  for  the  account  of  others, 
commercial  loans  and  other  extensions 
of  credit;  and  leasing  personal  or  real 
property  or  acting  as  agent,  broker,  or 
advisor  in  leasing  such  property  and 
servicing  such  leases,  subject  to  all  of 
the  qualifications  specified  in  12  CFR 
225.4(a)(6)  (a)  and  (b),  where  the  leases 
serve  as  the  functional  equivalent  of  an 
extension  of  credit  to  the  lessee  of  the 
property.  Such  activities  would  be 
conducted  from  an  office  in 


62542 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  247  /  Thursday,  December  24,  1981  /  Notices 


Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  serving  the 
states  identified  in  the  caption  above. 

4.  Citicorp,  New  York,  New  York 
(commercial  lending  and  leasing 
activities;  Arizona,  California):  To 
engage  through  a  de  novo  office  of 
Citicorp  Industrial  Credit,  Inc.  in  making 
or  acquiring,  for  its  own  accoimt  or  for 
the  account  of  others,  commercial  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit;  and 
leasing  personal  or  real  property  or 
acting  as  agent,  broker,  or  advisor  in 
leasing  such  property  and  servicing  such 
leases,  subject  to  all  of  the  qualifications 
specified  in  12  CFR  225.4(a)(6)(a)  and  _ 
(b),  where  the  leases  serve  as  the 
functional  equivalent  of  an  extension  of 
credit  to  the  lessee  of  the  property.  Such 
activities  would  be  conducted  from  an 
office  in  Irvine,  California  serving  the 
area  identified  in  the  caption  above. 

5.  Citicorp,  New  York,  New  York 
(lease  financing  activities;  Georgia, 

South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  and  eastern  Arkansas):  To 
engage  through  a  de  novo  office  of 
Citicorp  Industrial  Credit,  Inc.  in  leasing 
personal  or  real  property  or  acting  as 
agent,  broker,  or  advisor  in  leasing  such 
property  and  servicing  such  leases, 
subject  to  all  of  the  qualifications 
specified  in  12  CFR  225.4(a)(6)(a)  and 
(b),  where  the  leases  serve  as  the 
functional  equivalent  of  an  extension  of 
credit  to  the  lessee  of  the  property.  Such 
activities  would  be  conducted  from  an 
office  in  Atlanta,  Georgia,  serving 
Georgia,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  eastern 
Arkansas. 

6.  Citicorp,  New  York,  New  York 
(consumer  finance  and  credit  related 
insurance  activities;  Missouri  and 
Illinois):  To  relocate  an  existing  office  of 
its  indirect  subsidiary,  Citicorp 
Homeowners,  Inc.  (Delaware),  from 
Clayton,  Missouri  to  a  new  location  in 
St.  Louis,  Missouri,  and  to  expand  the 
activities  and  service  area  of  Citicorp 
Homeowners,  Inc.  at  this  location;  and 
to  expand  the  activities  of  an  existing 
office  of  Citicorp  Person-to-person 
Financial  Center,  Inc.  at  the  same  St. 
Louis,  Missouri  location.  The  activities 
to  be  conducted  from  this  location  by 
Citicorp  Homeowners,  Inc.  and  Citicorp 
Person-to-Person  Financial  Center,  Inc. 
will  include:  the  making  or  acquiring  of 
loans  and  other  extensions  of  credit, 
secured  or  unsecured,  for  consumer  and 
other  purposes;  the  making,  acquiring, 
and  servicing,  for  its  own  account  and 
for  the  account  of  others,  of  extensions 
of  credit  to  individuals  secured  by  liens 
on  residential  or  non-residential  real 
estates;  the  extension  of  loans  to  dealers 
for  the  financing  of  inventory  (floor 
planning)  and  working  capital  purposes; 


the  purchasing  and  servicing  for  its  own 
account  of  sales  finance  contracts;  the 
sale  of  credit  related  life  and  accident 
and  health  or  decreasing  or  level  (in  the 
case  of  single  payment  loans)  term  life 
insurance  by  licensed  agents  or  brokers, 
as  required;  the  sale  of  credit  related 
property  and  casualty  insurance 
protecting  real  and  personal  property  of 
credit,  to  the  extent  permissible  under 
applicable  state  insurance  laws  and 
regulations;  the  sale  of  mortg^ge  life  and 
mortgage  disability  insurance  directly 
related  to  extensions  of  mortgage  loans; 
th  sale  of  consumer  oriented  financial 
management  courses;  and  the  servicing, 
for  any  person,  of  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit.  The  service  area  of 
Citicorp  Homeowners,  Inc.  and  Citicorp 
Person-to-Person  Financial  Center,  Inc., 
at  this  location  will  include  the  entire 
states  of  Missouri  and  Illinois  for  all  of 
the  aforementioned  activities.  Credit 
related  life,  accident  and  health 
insurance  may  be  written  by  Family 
Guardian  Life  Insurance  Company,  an 
affiliate  of  Citicorp  Person-to-Person 
Financial  Center,  Inc.  and  Citicorp 
Homeowners,  Inc. 

7.  First  National  State 
Bancorporation,  Newark,  New  Jersey 
(community  reinvestment  activities; 

New  Jersey);  To  engage,  through  its 
subsidiary.  First  National  State 
Community  Development  Corporation, 
in  the  following  activities:  To  assist 
local  and  governmental  groups  in  the 
economic  revitalization,  rehabilitation 
and  development  of  both  commercial 
and  residential  areas  located  in  low  and 
moderate-income  areas  in  the  State  of 
New  Jersey.  This  assistance  will  consist 
of  debt  and  equity  investments,  when 
appropriate  in  residential,  commercial 
and  industrial  projects.  The  subsidiary 
will  acquire,  own,  renovate,  develop, 
lease,  manage,  exchange,  sell  or 
promote  real  and/or  personal  property 
in  order  to  provide  the  necessary 
assistance.  The  subsidiary  will  also 
provide  financial  counseling  to  all 
sectors  of  the  commiuiity,  especially  the 
small  business  sector.  Finally  the 
subsidiary  will  engage,  coordinate,  and 
arrange  joint  ventures  or  participations 
to  provide  financial  assistance  to  low 
and  moderate-income  areas  of  the  state 
of  New  Jersey.  The  initial  focus  of  the 
subsidiary  will  be  on  the  small  business 
community  located  in  Atlantic  City  and 
Atlantic  County.  Such  activities  will  be 
conducted  at  offices  in  Newark,  and 
Atlantic  City,  New  Jersey.  Comments  on 
this  application  must  be  received  not 

.  later  than  January  9, 1982. 

8.  National  Westminster  Bank 
Limited,  London,  England,  and  its 
wholly-owned  subsidiary,  NatWest 


Holdings  Inc.,  Wilmington,  Delaware 
(factoring,  financing  servicing  and 
leasing  activities;  United  States):  To 
engage  indirectly  through  a  de  novo 
subsidiary  of  NatWest  Holdings  Inc., 
NatWest  Commercial  Services,  Inc.,  in 
the  following  activities:  Factoring  and 
servicing  of  accoimts  receivable  arising 
out  of  U.S.  domestic  and  international 
transactions;  the  acquisition  from  other 
factors  of  accounts  receivable  arising 
primarily  from  international 
transactions;  the  financing  of  accounts 
receivable  and  inventory  by  direct 
loans,  guarantees  of  letters  of  credit  and 
issuing  other  guarantees;  unsecured 
loans  primarily  to  factoring  clients;  the 
financing  of  equipment  for  clients 
through  the  acquisition  of  conditions 
sales  contracts,  servicing  of  such  to 
direct  leasing.  These  activities  will  be 
conducted  at  the  principal  office  of 
NatWest  Commercial  Services,  Inc.,  in 
Bergan  Coimty,  New  Jersey,  and  at  a 
sales  office  in  New  York,  New  York, 
serving  the  entire  United  States,  but 
primarily  the  Eastern  Seaboard. 
Comments  on  this  application  must  be 
received  not  later  than  January  8, 1982. 

B.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 
None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  December  16, 1981. 

Theodore  E.  Downing,  Jr., 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36809  Filed  12-24-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Office  of  the  Administrator 

General  Services  Administration 
Advisory  Board;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  GSA 
Advisory  Board  will  meet  on  January  7, 
1982,  from  1:15  pm  to  3:30  pm,  in  Room 
6120, 18th  and  F  Streets,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20405.  This  meeting 
will  be  an  orientation  session  for  Board 
members  and  provide  a  general 
overview  of  the  General  Services 
Administration.  The  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public. 

For  further  information,  contact  Roger 
C.  Dierman,  Deputy  Associate 
Administrator  (202)  523-1141. 

Dated:  December  23, 1981. 

Charies  S.  Davis,  HI, 

Associate  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  81-38901  Filed  12-23-61;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental 
Health  Administration 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Drug 
Abuse;  Meetings 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  Appendix  I),  announcement  is 
made  of  the  following  national  advisory 
body  scheduled  to  assemble  during  the 
month  of  January  1982. 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Drug  Abuse, 
January  19-20;  9:00  a.m..  Conference  Room  8, 
Building  3lC,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
9000  Rockville  Pike,  Befhesda,  Maryland 
20205. 

Open — January  19, 9:00  a.m.  to  12:00  Noon; 
January  20,  9:00  a.m.  to  3:00  p.m. 

Closed — January  19, 1:30  p.m.  to  5:00  p.m. 

Contact:  Mrs.  Jean  Collins,  Room  10-22 
Parklawn  Building  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20857  (301)  443-1644 

Purpose.  The  National  Advisory 
Council  on  Drug  Abuse  advises  and 
makes  recommendations  to  the 
Secretary  of  Health  and  Human 
Services;  the  Administrator,  Alcohol, 
Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration;  and,  the  Director. 
National  Institute  on  Drug  Abuse,  on  the 
development  of  new  initiatives  and 
priorities  and  the  efficient 
administration  of  drug  abuse  research, 
training,  demonstration,  prevention,  and 
community  services  programs.  The 
Council  also  gives  advice  on  policies 
and  priorities  for  drug  abuse  grants  and 
contracts,  and  reviews  and  makes 
recommendations  on  grant  applications. 

Agenda.  On  January  19,  from  9:00  a  on. 
to  12:00  Noon,  and  January  20,  from  9:00 
a.m.  to  3:00  p.m.,  the  session  will  be 
open  to  the  public  for  discussion  of 
program  developments  and  policy 
issues.  On  January  19,  from  1:30  p.m.  to 
5:00  p.m.,  the  session  will  be  closed  to 
the  public  for  the  final  review  of  grant 
applications  for  Federal  assistance,  in 
accordance  with  the  determination  by 
the  Administrator,  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse, 
and  Mental  Health  Administration, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section 
552b(c)(6),  Title  5  U.S.  Code,  and  Section 
10(d)  of  Pub.  L  92-463  (5  U.S.C. 
Appendix  I). 

On  January  20,  from  1:30  p.m.  to  3:00 
p.m.,  the  Council  will  hear  statements 
from  interested  organizations  in  the  drug 
abuse  Held.  Persons  interested  in 
appearing  should  contact  the  Executive 
Secretary  to  be  scheduled.  The  oral 
presentation  shall  be  no  longer  than  10 
minutes,  although  written  statements 
may  be  submitted  in  supplement. 


An  agenda,  roster  of  members,  and 
minutes  may  be  obtained  from  the 
contract  person  listed  above. 

Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

Elizabeth  A.  Connolly, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  Alcohol. 
Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36880  Hied  13-23-01: 8:45  ani| 

BILUNG  CODE  4100-20-M 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 

(Docket  No.  81N-0392] 

Meeting;  Availability  of  Draft 
Standards  Policy  for  Medical  Devices 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  public  meeting  and 
availability  of  drafr  standards  policy  for 
medical  devices. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  annoimces  a 
meeting  to  allow  public  discussion  of  a 
draft  standards  policy  for  medical 
devices  developed  by  the  Bureau  of 
Medical  Devices.  FDA  also  announces 
the  availability  of  this  draft  standards 
policy. 

DATES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  on 
January  26, 1982,  from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.: 
requests  to  make  a  formal  presentation 
at  the  meeting  should  be  submitted  to 
the  contact  person  by  December  31, 

1981;  summaries  of  any  presentations  to 
be  made  at  the  meeting  should  be 
submitted  to  the  contact  person  by 
January  19, 1982. 

ADDRESSES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  in 
the  auditorium  on  the  main  floor  (Rm. 
1073)  of  the  Health  and  Human 
Services — North  Building,  330 
Independence  Ave.  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20201.  FDA’s  draft  standards  policy 
is  on  public  display  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (HFA-305),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301- 
443-1751,  and  copies  of  the  draft 
standards  policy  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  that  office.  Requests  should 
be  identified  with  the  docket  number 
found  in  brackets  in  the  heading  of  this 
document. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Neal  Dunning,  Bureau  of  Medical 
Devices  {HFK-80),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  8757  Georgia  Ave., 
Silver  Spring,  MD  20910,  301-427-7184. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  allow 
public  discussion  of  a  draft  standards 
policy  for  medical  devices  that  have 
been  classiHed  into  class  U 
(performance  standards).  The  standards 
policy  has  been  developed  by  FDA’s 


Bureau  of  Medical  Devices.  The  meeting 
is  to  be  conducted  under  provisions  of 
FDA’s  administrative  practices  and 
procedures  regulations  (21 CFR  10.65(b)). 

This  meeting  is  intended  by  FDA  to 
encourage  public  discussion  of  FDA’s 
policies  concerning  medical  device 
standards  and  promote  cooperation 
among  all  persons  affected  by  the 
regulation  by  FDA  of  medical  devices. 
The  meeting  will  begin  with  a  series  of 
formal  presentations  on  medical  device 
standard  policy  made  by  interested 
persons  who  may  respimd  to  this  notice. 
FDA  suggests  that  the  presentations  be 
limited  to  10  minutes  or  less  each.  FDA 
will  schedule  the  presentations  on  a 
Hrst-come  first-served  basis.  Any  person 
who  wishes  to  make  a  formal 
presentation  at  the  meeting  should 
notify  the  contact  person  by  December 
31, 1981;  and,  by  January  19, 1982,  the 
person  should  submit  to  the  contact 
person  the  person’s  name,  address, 
business  affiliation,  and  a  summary  of 
the  planned  presentation.  The  meeting 
will  be  open  to  the  public.  Seating  will 
be  available  on  a  Brat-come  first-served 
basis.  To  the  extent  that  time  permits, 
interested  persons  who  did  not  request 
an  opportunity  to  make  a  formal 
presentation  wiU  be  given  an 
opportunity  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
meeting.  Copies  of  FDA’s  draft 
standards  policy  are  available  from  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (address 
above). 

Dated:  December  21, 1961. 

Joseph  P.  Hile, 

Associate  Commissioner  for  Regulatory 
Affairs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-38888  FiM  13-21-81;  2:51  pa| 

BILLING  CODE 


Health  Cam  Financing  Adminiatration 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Report  of  Altered 
System 

agency:  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration  (HCFA),  HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  altered  system. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C. 
552a(e)(4),  we  propose  to  amend  the 
following  notice  of  system  of  records: 

Health  Insurance  Master  Record. 
HHS/HCFA/BPO,  No.  09-70-0502. 

We  have  provided  background 
information  about  the  proposed 
alteration  in  the  “Supplementary 
Information’’  section  below. 

DATES:  HCFA  filed  a-report  of  altered 
system  with  the  Speaker  of  the  House, 
the  President  of  the  Senate,  and  the 
Director,  Office  of  Management  and 
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Budget  (OMB)  on  December  17, 1981. 
The  altered  system  of  records  will  be 
effective  February  16, 1982. 
address:  The  public  should  address 
comments  to  Shirley  Mulhall,  HCFA 
Privacy  Officer,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration,  Room  G-C-3  East  Low 
Rise,  6325  Security  Boulevard, 

Baltimore,  Maryland  21207.  Comments 
received  will  be  available  for  inspection 
at  this  location. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Jean  Harris,  Bureau  of  Program 
Operations,  Room  596,  East  High  Rise, 
6325  Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore, 
Maryland  21207,  Telephone  (301)  594- 
9868. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  We 

propose  to  alter  these  records  by  adding 
information  regarding  eligibility  for  VA 
benefits.  The  purpose  of  collecting  this 
data  is  to  maintain  information  on 
eligibility  and  costs  in  order  to  reply  to 
inquiries  from  carriers  and 
intermediaries  and  to  maintain 
utilization  data  for  health  insurance  bill 
and  payment  record  processing. 

The  routine  uses  of  System  Notice  09- 
70-0502  are  not  being  changed.  Routine 
use  4  calls  for  disclosure  to  “providers 
and  suppliers  of  services  directly  or 
dealing  through  hscal  intermediaries  or 
carriers  for  administration  of  title 
XVIII."  In  the  event  a  Medicare  claim  is 
filed  for  someone  authorized  to  receive 
treatment  at  a  non-VA  facility  on  a  fee- 
for-service  basis,  information  about  the 
VA  authorization  will  be  forwarded  to 
the  Medicare  contractor  processing  the 
claim.  The  contractor  will  contact  the 
provider  of  medical  services  prior  to 
making  payment  to  determine  whether 
the  VA  is  responsible  for  paying  for  the 
treatment. 

The  notice  below  contains  the 
amended  use  as  indicated  above. 

Dated:  December  17, 1981. 

Carolyne  K.  Davis, 

Administrator,  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration. 

09-70-0502 

SYSTEM  NAME 

Health  Insurance  Master  Record, 
HHS/HCFA/BPO. 

SECURITY  classification: 

None. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Health  Care  Finemcing  Administration, 
Bureau  of  Support  Services,  6325 
Security  Blvd.,  Baltimore,  Md.  21207 
HHS  Parklawn  Computer  Center,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland 
20857, 

Federal  Records  Centers 


CATEGORIES  OP  INDIVIOUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Individuals  age  65  or  over  who  have 
been,  or  currently  are,  entitled  to  health 
insurance  (Medicare)  beneHts  under  title 
XVIII  of  the  Social  Security  Act; 
individuals  under  age  65  who  have  been, 
or  currently  are,  entitled  to  such  benefits 
on  the  basis  of  having  been  entitled  for 
not  less  than  24  months  to  disability 
benefits  imder  title  II  of  the  Act  or  under 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Act,  and 
individuals  who  have  been;  or  currently 
are,  entitled  to  such  benefits  because 
they  have  end-stage  renal  disease. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

The  system  contains  information  on 
enrollment,  entitlement,  authorization 
from  the  Veterans  Administration  (VA) 
to  receive  VA-financed  medical  services 
at  non-VA  facilities.  Part  A  (Hospital) 
and  B  (Supplementary  Medical) 
utilization,  query  and  reply  activity, 
health  insurance  bill  and  payment 
record  processing,  and  Health  Insurance 
Master  Record  maintenance. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

Sections  1814  and  1833  of  title  XVIII  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  (42  U.S.C.  1395f 
and  13951). 

purpose(s): 

To  maintain  information  on  Medicare 
beneficiary  eligibility  and  costs  in  order 
to  reply  to  inquiries  from  contractors 
and  intermediaries  and  to  maintain 
utilization  data  for  health  insurance  bill 
and  payment  record  processing. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USERS: 

Disclosure  may  be  made  to:  (1)  The 
Railroad  Retirement  Board  for 
administering  provisions  of  the  Railroad 
Retirement  and  Social  Security  Act 
relating  to  railroad  employment. 

(2)  Statement  Welfare  Department 
pursuant  to  agreements  with  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  for  determining  Medicaid  and 
Medicare  eligibility,  for  quality  control 
studies,  for  determining  eligibility  of 
recipients  of  assistance  under  titles  IV, 
XVIII,  and  XIX  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  and  for  the  complete  administration 
of  the  Medicaid  program: 

(3)  State  audit  agencies  for  auditing 
State  Medicaid  eligibility 
considerations. 

(4)  Providers  and  suppliers  of  services 
directly  or  dealing  through  fiscal 
intermediaries  or  carriers  for 
administration  of  title  XVIII. 

(5)  A  congressional  office  from  the 
record  of  an  individual  in  response  to  an 


inquiry  from  the  congressional  office 
made  at  the  request  of  that  individual. 

(6)  An  individual  or  organization  for  a 
research,  evaluation,  or  epidemiological 
project  related  to  the  prevention  of 
disease  or  disability,  or  the  restoration 
or  maintenance  of  health  if  HCFA: 

a.  Determines  that  the  use  or 
disclosure  does  not  violate  legal 
limitations  under  which  the  record  was 
provided,  collected,  or  obtained; 

b.  Determines  that  the  purpose  for 
which  the  disclosure  is  to  be  made: 

(1)  Cannot  be  reasonably 
accomplished  unless  the  record  is 
provided  in  individually  identifiable 
form. 

(2)  Is  of  sufficient  importance  to 
warrant  the  e^ect  and/pr  risk  on  the 
privacy  of  the  individual  that  additional 
exposure  of  the  record  might  bring,  and 

(3)  There  is  reasonable  probability 
that  the  objective  for  the  use  would  be 
accomplished; 

c.  Requires  the  information  recipient 
to: 

(1)  Establish  reasonable 
administrative,  technical,  and  physical 
safeguards  to  prevent  unauthorized  use 
or  disclosure  of  the  record,  and 

(2)  Remove  or  destroy  the  information 
that  allows  the  individual  to  be 
identified  at  the  earliest  time  at  which 
removal  or  destruction  can  be 
accomplished  consistent  with  the 
purpose  of  the  project,  unless  the 
recipient  presents  an  adequate 
justification  of  a  research  or  health 
nature  for  retaining  such  information, 
and 

(3)  Make  no  further  use  or  disclosure 
of  the  record  except: 

(a)  In  emergency  circumstances 
affecting  the  healUi  or  safety  of  any 
individual. 

(b)  For  use  in  another  research 
project,  under  these  same  conditions, 
and  with  written  authorization  of  HCFA. 

(c)  For  disclosure  to  a  properly 
identified  person  for  the  purpose  of  an 
audit  related  to  the  research  project,  if 
information  that  would  enable  research 
subjects  to  be  identified  is  removed  or 
destroyed  at  the  earliest  opportunity 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  the  audit, 
or 

(d)  When  required  by  law; 

d.  Secures  a  written  statement 
attesting  to  the  information  recipient's 
understanding  of  and  willingness  to 
abide  by  these  provisions.  ~ 

(7)  In  the  event  of  litigation  where  the 
defendant  (is)  (a)  The  Department,  or 
any  employee  of  the  Department  in  his 
or  official  capacity;  (b)  The  United 
States  where  the  Department  determines 
that  the  claim,  if  successful,  is  likely  to 
direct  affect  the  operations  of  the 
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Department  or  any  of  its  components;  or 
(c)  any  department  employee  in  his  or 
her  individual  capacity  where  the 
Justice  Department  has  agreed  to 
represent  such  employee,  the 
Department  may  disclose  such  records 
as  it  deems  desirable  or  necessary  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  enable  that 
Department  to  present  an  effective 
defense,  provided  such  disclosure  is 
compatible  with  the  purpose  for  which 
the  records  were  collected. 

(8)  To  a  contractor  when  the 
Department  contracts  with  a  private 
Hrm  for  the  purpose  of  collating, 
analyzing,  aggregating,  or  otherwise 
refining  records  in  this  system.  Relevant 
records  will  be  disclosed  to  such  a 
contractor.  The  contractor  shall  be 
required  to  maintain  Privacy  Act 
safeguards  with  respect  to  such  records. 

POUaES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Records  maintained  on  paper,  listings, 
microfilm,  magnetic  tape  disc  and 
punchcards.  :  , 

retrievabiutv: 

System  is  in  sequence  by  health 
insurance  claim  number,  and  is  used  to 
carry  out  the  tasks  of  enrollment,  query/ 
reply  activity,  and  health  insurance  bill 
and  payment  record  processing.  Copies 
of  selected  parts  of  the  records  will  be 
used  by  the  Office  of  Systems  Analysis; 
data  will  be  retrieved  in  Rockville  horn 
Baltimore  via  dialup 
telecommunications  lines. 

safeguards: 

Unauthorized  personnel  are  denied 
access  to  the  records  areas.  Disclosure 
is  limited  to  routine  use.  For 
computerized  records  electronically 
transmitted  between  Central  Office  and 
field  office  location  (including  Medicare 
contractors],  systems  securities  are 
established  in  accordance  with  DHHS 
ADP  Systems  Manual,  Part  6,  “ADP 
Systems  Security.”  Safeguards  include  a 
lock/unlock  password  system,  exclusive 
use  of  leased  telephone  lines,  a  terminal 
oriented  transaction  matrix,  and  an 
audit  trail. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  are  generally  added  to  the 
file  several  months  prior  to  entitlement. 
After  the  death  of  a  beneficiary,  his  or 
her  records  may  be  placed  in  an  inactive 
file  following  a  period  of  no  billing  or 
query  activity.  The  current  5  years  of 
Part  B  and  current  5  spells  of  Part  A 
utilization  data  are  maintained.  All 
noncuirent  data  is  microfilmed  prior  to 
elimination  fiom  the  system. 


SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AMD  ADDRESS: 

Health  Care  Financing 
Administration,  EHrector,  Bureau  of 
Program  Operations,  6325  Security 
Boulevard,  Baltimore,  Md.  21207 

NOTIFICATION  procedure: 

Inquiries  and  requests  for  system 
records  should  be  addressed  to  the  most 
convenient  social  security  office,  the 
appropriate  carrier  or  intermediary,  the 
HCFA  Regional  Office,  or  to  the  system 
manager  named  above.  The  individual 
should  furnish  his  or  her  health 
insurance  claim  number  and  name  as 
shown  on  Medicare  records. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDUmS: 

Same  as  notification  procedures. 
Requesters  should  also  reasonably 
specify  the  record  contents  being  sought. 
(These  access  procedures  are  in 
accordance  with  Department 
Regulations  (45  CFR.  Section  5b.5(a}(2}.)) 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Contact  the  official  at  the  address 
specified  under  notification  procedures 
above,  and  reasonably  identify  the 
record  and  specify  the  information  to  be 
contested.  (These  procedures  are  in 
accordance  with  Department 
Regulations  (45  CFH,  Section  5b.7)J. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

The  data  contained  in  these  records 
are  furnished  by  the  individual.  There 
are  cases,  however,  in  which  the 
identifying  information  is  provided  to 
the  physician  by  the  individual;  the 
physican  then  adds  the  medical 
information  and  submits  the  bill  to  the 
carrier  for  payment  Updating 
information  is  also  obtained  fiom  the 
Master  Beneficiary  Record. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

|FR  Doa  81-30834  Filed  12-23-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

Board  of  Regents  of  the  National 
Library  of  Medicine  and  the  Extramural 
Programs  Subcommittee 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Board 
of  Regents  of  the  National  Library  of 
Medicine  on  February  4-5, 1982,  in  the 
Board  Room  of  the  National  Library  of 
Medicine,  8600  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda, 
Maryland,  and  the  meeting  of  the 
Extramural  Programs  Subcommittee  of 
the  Board  of  Regents  on  the  preceding 


day,  February  3, 1982,  from  2.‘00  to  5:00 
p.m.,  in  the  5th-floor  Conference  Room 
of  the  Lister  Hill  Center  Building. 

The  meeting  of  the  Board  will  be  open 
to  the  public  ^m  9:00  a  jn.  to  5:00  p.m.  / 
on  February  4  and  from  9:00  to  11:00  ajn. 
on  February  5  for  administrative  reports 
and  program  discussions.  Attendance  by 
the  public  wUl  be  limited  to  space 
available. 

In  accordance  with  proviskms  set 
forth  in  Sections  552b(c)(4),  552b(cJ(6), 
Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section  10(d)  of 
Pub.  L  92-463,  the  entire  meeting  of  the 
Extramural  Programs  Subcommittee  on 
February  3  will  be  closed  to  the  public, 
and  the  regular  Board  meeting  cm 
February  5  wifi  be  closed  from  11:00  a.m. 
to  adjournment  for  the  review, 
discussion,  and  evaluation  of  individual 
grant  applications.  These  applications 
and  the  discussion  could  reveal 
confidential  trade  secrets  or  commercial 
property,  such  as  patentable  material 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Mr.  Robert  B.  Mehnert,  Chief,  Office 
of  Inquiries  and  Publications 
ManagemenL  National  library  of 
Medicine,  8600  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda. 
Maryland  20209,  Telephone  Number. 
301-496-6308,  will  furnish  a  stonmary  of 
the  meeting,  rosters  of  Board  members, 
and  other  information  pertaining  to  the 
meeting. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.879 — ^Medical  Library 
Assistance,  National  Institutes  of  Health) 

NIH  Programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  “programs  not  considered  appropriate”  in 
section  8(b)(4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36848  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4140.01-N 


Board  of  Scientific  Counseiors  of  the 
National  Cancer  Institute  Division  of 
Resources,  Centers,  and  Conuminity 
Activities;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Board  of  Scientific  Counselors,  Divison 
of  Resources,  Centers,  and  Cmnmunity 
Activities.  National  Cancer  Institute, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  January 
14-15, 1982,  Building  31,  Conference 
Room  4,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205.  The 
entire  meeting  wifi  be  opra  to  the  public 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p jn.  im  January  14 
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and  from  8:30  a.m.  to  adjournment  on 
January  15,  to  discuss  the  current  and 
future  programs  of  the  Division  of 
Resources,  Centers,  and  Community 
Activities,  as  well  as  to  review  the  ^ 
program  concepts  of  that  Division. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

Mrs.  Winifred  Lumsden,  the 
Committee  Management  Officer. 
National  Cancer  Institute,  Building  31, 
Room  10A06,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  provide  summaries  of 
meetings  and  rosters  of  committee 
members  upon  request. 

Dr.  Robert  G.  Bumight,  Executive 
Secretary,  National  Cancer  Institute, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Blair 
Building,  Room  614C,  Silver  Spring, 
Maryland  20910  (301/427-8630)  will 
furnish  substantive  program 
information. 

Dated:  December  15, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36846  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4140-01-M 


Breast  Cancer  Task  Force  Committee; 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Breast  Cancer  Task  Force  Committee, 
National  Cancer  Institute,  January  19- 
20, 1982,  Building  3lC,  Conference  Room 
6.  and  Conference  Room  10  on  January 
20,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20205.  The  entire 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  on 
January  19  from  8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m. 
and  on  January  20  from  8:30  a.m.  to 
adjournment.  This  meeting  will  be 
concerned  with  reviewing  ongoing 
projects  in  the  epidemiology, 
experimental  biology,  diagnosis  and 
treatment  of  breast  cancer  and 
discussing  new  areas  requiring 
development.  Attendance  by  the  public 
will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

Mrs.  Winifred  Lumsden,  the 
Committee  Management  Office, 

National  Cancer  Institute,  Building  31, 
Room  10A06,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  provide  summaries  of  the 
meeting  and  rosters  of  committee 
members,  upon  request. 

Dr.  D.  Jane  Taylor,  Executive 
Secretary.  Breast  Cancer  Task  Force 
Committee.  National  Cancer  Institute, 
Landow  Building,  Room  8C09D,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205  (301/496-6718)  will  furnish 
substantive  program  information. 


Dated;  December  18, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malooe, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36845  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4140-01-M 


National  Advisory  Council  on  Aging; 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Aging, 
National  Institute  on  Aging,  on  January 
28-29, 1982,  in  Building  1,  Wilson  Hall, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  9:00  a.m.  until  12:00  noon  on 
January  28,  and  from  9:00  a.m.  until 
adjournment  on  January  29, 1982. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Section  552b(c)(4)  and  ^ 
552b(c)(6).  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section 
10(d)  of  I^b.  L  92-463,  the  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  publioon  January  28, 
1982,  from  approximately  1:00  p.m.  until 
adjournment  for  the  review,  discussion 
and  evaluation  of  grant  applications. 
These  applications  and  the  discussions 
could  reveal  confidential  trade  secrets 
or  commercial  property  such  as 
patentable  material,  and  personal 
information  concerning  individuals 
associated  with  the  applications,  the 
disclosure  of  which  would  constitute  a 
clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy. 

Ms.  June  McCann,  Council  Secretary, 
National  Institute  on  Aging,  Building  31, 
Room  2C-05,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205  (Area 
Code  301,  496-5898),  will  furnish 
substantive  program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.866,  Aging  Research  National, 
Institutes  of  Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  0MB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  “programs  not  considered  appropriate"  in 
section  8(b)(4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

Dated;  December  18, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Acting  Director,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36850  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4140-01-M 


National  Advisory  Allergy  and 
Infectious  Diseases  Councii,  Allergy 
and  Immunology  Subcommittee, 
Microbiology  and  Infectious  Diseases 
Subcommittee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Advisory  Allergy  and 


Infectious  Diseases  Council,  National 
Institute  of  Allergy  and  Infectious 
Diseases,  and  its  Subcommittees  on 
January  28-29, 1981  at  the  Shoreham 
Hotel,  2500  Calvert  Street.  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20008. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  January  28  from  approximately  9:00 
to  9:30  a.m.,  and  from  1:30  p.m.  to 
approximately  5:00  p.m.  On  January  29 
the  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  approximately  9:00  a.m.  to  9:30  a.m. 
This  will  be  to  discuss  program  policies 
and  issues.  Attendance  by  the  public 
will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  552b(c)(4)  and 
552b(c)(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code,  and 
Section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L  92-463,  the 
meetings  of  the  NAAIDC  Allergy  and 
Immunology  Subcommittee  and  of  the 
NAAIDC  Microbiology  and  Infectious 
Diseases  Subcommittee  will  be  closed  to 
the  public  for  approximately  three  hours 
for  the  review,  evaluation,  and 
discussion  of  individual  grant 
applications.  It  is  anticipated  that  this 
will  occur  from  9:30  a.m.  until 
approximately  12:30  p.m.  on  January  28, 
1981.  The  meeting  of  the  full  Council  will 
be  closed  from  approximately  9:30  a.m. 
until  adjournment  on  January  29  for  the 
review,  evaluation,  and  discussion  of 
individual  grant  applications.  These 
applications  and  the  discussions  could 
reveal  confidential  trade  secrets  or 
commercial  property  such  as  patentable 
material,  and  personal  information 
concerning  individuals  associated  with 
the  applications,  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Mr.  Robert  L.  Schreiber,  Chief,  Office 
of  Research  Reporting  and  Public 
Response,  National  Institute  of  Allergy 
and  Infectious  Diseases,  Building  31, 
Room  7A32,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda.  Maryland  20205, 
telephone  (301)  496-5717,  will  provide 
summaries  of  the  meetings  and  rosters 
of  the  Council  members  as  requested. 

Dr.  Luz  A.  Froehlich.  Acting  Director, 
Extramural  Activities  Program,  NIAID, 
NIH,  Westwood  Building,  Room  703, 
telephone  (301)  496-7291,  will  provide 
substantive  program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  13.855.  Pharmacological 
Sciences;  13.856,  Microbiology  and  Infectious 
Diseases  Research,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  0MB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  "programs  not  considered  appropriate”  in 
Section  8(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 
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Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36849  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  4140-01-M 


National  Advisory  Dental  Research 
Council;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Advisory  Dental  Research 
Council  National  Institute  of  Dental 
Research,  on  January  25-26, 1982,  in 
Conference  Room  6,  Building  31-C, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland.  This  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  adjournment 
on  January  26  for  general  discussion  and 
program  presentations.  Attendance  by 
the  public  will  be  limited  to  space 
available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  552b(c)(4j  and 
552b(c)(6j,  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section 
10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  meeting  of 
the  Council  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
on  January  25  for  9:00  a.m.  to 
adjournment  for  the  review,  discussion 
and  evaluation  of  individual  grant 
applications.  These  applications  and  the 
discussions  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material,  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy, 

Mrs.  Dorothy  Costinett,  Committee 
Management  Assistant,  National 
Institute  of  Dental  Research,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Building  31-C, 

Room  2C17,  Bethesda,  MD  20205  (phone 
301-496-2883),  will  furnish  rosters  of 
committee  members,  a  summary  of  the 
meeting,  and  other  information 
pertaining  to  the  meeting. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs  Nos.  13.840 — Caries  Research, 

13.841 —  Periodontal  Diseases  Research. 

13.842 —  Craniofacial  Anomalies  Research, 

13.843 —  Restorative  Materials  Research, 

13.844 —  Pain  Control  and  Behavioral  Stidies, 

13.845 —  Dental  Research  Institutes,  13.878 — 
Soft  Tissue  Stomatology  and  Nutrition 
Research,  National  Institutes  of  Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  Ht  the  description 
of  “programs  not  considered  appropriate”  in 
section  8(b]  (4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

'|FR  Doc.  81-36831  Filed  12-23-81;  8:46  aiot 
BILUNG  CODE  4140-01-«l 


National  Advisory  Environmental 
Health  Sciences  Council;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Advisory  Environmental 
Health  Sciences  Council  National 
Institute  of  Environmental  Health 
Sciences,  January  25-26, 1982,  at  the 
National  Institute  of  Environmental 
Health  Sciences,  Building  101 
Conference  Room,  Research  Triangle 
Park,  North  Carolina. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  January  25, 1982,  from  9  a.in.  to 
approximately  12  noon  for  the  report  of 
the  Director,  NIEHS,  and  for  discussion 
of  the  NIEHS  budget  program  policies 
and  issues,  recent  legislation,  and  other 
items  of  interest.  Attendance  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  552b(c)(4)  and 
552b(c)(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section 
10(d)  of  I^b.  L.  92-463,  the  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  on  January  25, 
from  approximately  1:00  pm.  to 
adjournment  on  January  26, 1982,  for  the 
review,  discussion  and  evaluation  of 
individual  grant  applications.  These 
applications  and  the  discussions  could 
reveal  confidential  trade  secrets  or 
commercial  property  such  as  patentable 
material,  and  personal  information 
concerning  individuals  associated  with 
the  applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Leota  B.  Staff,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NIEHS,  Building 
31,  Room  2B55,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205,  (301) 
496-3511,  will  provide  summaries  of  the 
meeting  and  rosters  of  council  members. 

Dr.  Wilford  L  Nusser,  Associate 
Director  for  Extramural  Programs, 
National  Institute  of  Environmental 
Health  Sciences,  P.O.  Box  12233, 
Researdi  Triangle  Park,  North  Carolina 
27709,  (919)  541-7723,  FTS  629-7723,  will 
furnish  substantive  program 
information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  13.892,  Prediction,  Detectiorx 
and  Assessment  of  Environmentally  Caused 
Diseases  and  Disorders:  13.893.  Mechanisms 
of  Environmental  Diseases  and  Disorders; 
13.894,  Environmental  Health  Research  and 
Manpower  Development  Resources.  National 
Institutes  of  Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  thedescription 
of  “programs  not  considered  appropriate**  in 
section  8(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 


Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

fFR  Doc.  81-38852  RM 12-23-81;  a45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  414a-«1-a 


National  Diabetes  Advisory  Board; 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Diabetes  Advisory  Board  and 
its  Subcommittees  on  January  11-12, 
1982, 9:00  to  5dX)  p.m.,  at  the  Bethesda 
Marriott,  5151  Pooks  Hill  Road, 

Bethesda,  Maryland,  to  discuss  the 
Board’s  activities  and  to  continue  the 
evaluation  of  the  implementation  of  the 
long-range  plan  to  combat  diabetes.  The 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available.  Notice  of  the  meeting 
room(s)  will  be  posted  in  the  Hotel 
lobby. 

The  Subcommittees  of  the  Board  will 
meet  the  day  before,  January  11.  Further 
information,  times  and  meeting  locations 
of  the  Subcommittees  may  be  obtained 
by  contacting  Mr.  Raymond  M.  Kuehne, 
Executive  Director,  National  Diabetes 
Advisory  Board,  P.O.  Box  30174, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20814,  (301)  496- 
6045.  The  agenda  and  roster  of  members 
can  also  be  obtained  from  his  Office. 
Summaries  of  the  meetings  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  Carole  A.  Peters, 
Committee  Management  Office, 
NIADDK,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Room  9A46,  Building  31,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20205,  (301)  496-5765. 

Dated  December  15, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Deputy  Director.  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

|FR  Doc.  81-38847  Filed  12-23-81:  e45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  4140-01-M 


National  Digestive  Diseases  Advisory 
Board;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Digestive  Diseases  Advisory 
Board  on  February  1-2, 1982, 8:30  a.m.  to 
5:00  p.m.,  at  the  Bethesda,  Marriott,  5151 
Pooks  Hill  Road,  Bethesda,  Maryland. 
The  Meeting,  which  will  be  open  to  the 
public,  is  being  held  to  discuss  the 
Board's  activities  and  to  continue  the 
evaluation  of  the  implemeirtation  of  the 
current  digestive  diseases  plan. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

Dr.  Ralph  Bain,  Executive  Director, 
National  Digestive  Advisory  Board,  P.O. 
Box  30377,  Bethesda,  M€iryland  20084, 
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(301)  496-2232.  will  provide  an  agenda 
and  roster  of  members.  Summaries  of 
the  meeting  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  Carole  A.  Peters,  Committed 
Management  Office,  NIADDK,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Room  9A46, 

Building  31,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205, 
(301)496-5765. 

Dated;  December  15, 1981. 

Thomas  E.  Malone, 

Deputy  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

|KR  Ooc.  81-36844  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  414(MI1-M 

Public  Health  Service 

Removal  of  Restrictions  on  Royalty 
Distribution  to  Inventors 

On  August  21, 1981,  the  Department 
filed  a  Notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 

Vol.  46,  No.  162,  announcing  its  intention 
to  remove  the  restrictions  on  the  amount 
of  royalties  a  grantee  in8titution>may 
share  with  its  inventors.  The 
Department  solicited  public  comments 
within  sixty  days  of  publication,  setting 
forth  the  reasons  why  it  would  not  be  in 
the  best  interests  of  the  United  States  to 
remove  present  restrictions  on  royalty 
distribution  to  inventors. 

The  comments  both  from  inventors 
and  the  institutions  were  all  in  favor  of 
rescinding  the  restrictions.  Several  cited 
the  positive  effects  on  the  grantee 
institutions:  restoring  equity  among 
researchers/inventors  receiving  Federal 
research  grants;  eliminating  the 
necessity  to  establish  two  separate 
patent  policies — one  for  DHHS 
inventions  and  another  for  all  other 
inventions;  and  removal  of  excessive 
administrative  and  clerical  burdens 
created  by  the  restrictions. 

Senate  Report  96-480  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the 
United  States  Senate  notes  that  Section 
202(c)(7)(c)  of  Pub.  L.  96-517  gives 
special  recognition  to  the  equity  of 
inventors  and  requires  that  nonprofit 
organizations  share  royalties  with  them, 
and  that  it  is  not  intended  that  Federal 
agencies  establish  sharing  ratios. 

Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  Section  VI(f)  of  the  Department’s 
Institutional  Patent  Agreements  and  all 
determinations  previously  made 
pursuant  to  45  CFR  8,2(b)  are  amended 
to  remove  the  limitations  on  the  share  of 
royalty  income  that  nonprofit 
organizations  are  permitted  to  share 
with  their  employee-inventors. 

(5  U.S.C.  301;  42  U.S.C.  241) 


Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

Edward  N.  Brandt,  |r„ 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Health. 

|KR  Doc.  81-36787  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  41S0-04-« 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Geological  Survey 

Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Forest  Oil 
Corp. 

agency:  Geological  Survey,  Interior. 

action:  Notice  of  the  Receipt  of  a 
Proposed  Development  and  Production 
Plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Forest  Oil  Corporation  has  submitted  a 
Supplemental  Development  and 
Production  Plan  describing  the  activities 
it  proposes  to  conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G 
1979,  Block  287,  Eugene  Island  Area, 
offshore  Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public ‘review  at 
the  Office  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U,S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie. 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a,m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  (504) 
837-4720,  Ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
§  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  December  17. 1981. 

Lowell  G.  Hammons, 

Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS 
Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36669  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-4111 

Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Gulf  Oil 
Exploration  and  Production  Co. 

agency:  Geological  Survey,  Interior. 


action:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  A 
Proposed  Development  and  Production 
Plan. _ _ 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Gulf  Oil  Exploration  and  Production 
Company  has  submitted  a  Supplemental 
Development  and  Production  Plan 
describing  the  activities  it  proposes  to 
conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G  2193,  Block 
140,  Main  Pass  Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  Office  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey.  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  (504) 
837-4720,  Ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
§  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  December  17. 1981, 

Lowell  G.  Hammons, 

Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS 
Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36667  Filed  12-23-81;  8.45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 

Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  SONAT 
Exploration  Co. 

agency:  Geological  Survey,  Interior. 
action:  Notice  of  the  Receipt  of  a 
Proposed  Development  and  Production 
Plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
SONAT  Exploration  Company  has 
submitted  a  Development  and 
Production  Plan  describing  the  activities 
it  proposes  to  conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G 
4100,  Block  239,  East  Cameron  Area, 
offshore  Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
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that  the  ecological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  Office  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  (504) 
837-4720,  Ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  undef  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
§  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  December  17, 1981. 

Lowell  G.  Hammons, 

Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS 
Region. 

|FR  Doc  81-366)18  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 


Oil  and  Gas  and  Sulphur,  Operations  in 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Mobil  Oil 
Exploration  and  Production  Southeast, 
Inc. 

agency:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 
action:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  a 
proposed  development  and  production 
plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Mobil  Oil  Exploration  and  Producing 
Southeast  Inc.  has  submitted  a 
Development  and  Production  Plan 
describing  the  activities  it  proposes  to 
conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G  3998,  Block 
182,  portion.  Ship  Shoal  Area,  offshore 
Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  Office  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 


p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  phone  (504) 
837-4720,  ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

Lowell  G.  Hammons, 

Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS 
Region. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36811  Filed  12-23-81: 845  ani| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 


Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

School  Consthiction  Priorities  List- 
Fiscal  Year  1983 

December  3, 1981. 

This  notice  is  published  in  exercise  of 
authority  delegated  by  the  Secretary  of 
Interior  to  the  Assistant  Secretary — 
Indian  Affairs  by  209  DM  8. 

The  school  construction  priority  list 
has  been  revised  for  Fiscal  Year  1983  as 
required  by  Pub.  L.  95-561;  92  Stat.  2319. 
Section  1125(c)  requires  that:  "At  the 
time  any  budget  request  for  school 
construction  is  presented,  the  Secretary 
shall  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
submit  with  the  budget  request  the 
current  list  of  all  school  construction 
priorities”. 

This  notice  for  fiscal  year  1983 
provides  the  current  revised  list  of 
proposed  construction  projects. 

Construction  of  these  projects  is 
subject  to  the  availability  of  funds  and/ 
or  the  status  of  currently  committed 
construction  projects  approved  by 
Congress.  These  proposed  projects  are 
also  subject  to  further  review  in  terms  of 
either  replacement  or  rehabilitation. 

This  current  list  of  school  construction 
projects  applies  to  fiscal  year  1983.  A 
revised  list  is  developed  and  published 
for  each  succeeding  fiscal  year. 


BIA  AND  Contract  School  Construction 
Ranking— Fiscal  Year  1983 


Ranking 

School  name 

State 

1 . 

az. 

2 . 

NM. 

3 . 

AZ. 

4 _ 

Little  Eagle  Day  School . . 

so. 

BIA  and  Contract  School  Construction 
Ranking— Fiscal  Year  1963— Continued 


Ranlanf 

School  nanw 

3t< 

ft.  . 

47 

6 . . . 

ME. 

7 

tndMn  Wand  0^  Scinol . . 

ME. 

• - 

Alaane  Nawaje  Communily  Seheel . . 

NM. 

ME. 

. . 

18 . . 

Pine  HB  MMdIe  School . . 

NM. 

11  . 

WA. 

12 _ 

AZ, 

18  _ 

so. 

14 _  .. 

Coeur  D'Alene  Indan  School..  _ 

KX 

15 

AZ. 

16 

NO. 

17 

NM. 

18  .. 

WaTyieton  Boanfrig  School . . 

NO. 

Further  information  regarding  this  list 
or  the  ranking  process  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Chief,  School  Facilities  Staff, 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  P.O.  Box  2147, 
Albuquerque,  NM  87103-2147, 
Telephone:  (505)  766-2985. 

Kenneth  Smith, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Indian  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36825  Filed  12-23-81: 845  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-02-M 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

California  Desert  District  Multiple  Use 
Advisory  Council;  Meetings 

Two  California  Desert  District 
Multiple  Use  Advisory  Council  sub¬ 
committee  meetings  have  been 
scheduled.  The  first  meeting  is  being 
held  to  review  plans  by  the  State  of 
California  to  acquire  public  land 
managed  by  the  BLM  for  the  purpose  of 
expanding  the  Red  Rock  State  Park.  The 
meeting  will  be  january  12, 1982,  fi:om  10 
a.m.  to  12  noon  at  the  Mojave  Veterans 
Memorial  Building,  15580  “O”  Street, 
Mojave,  California,  with  a  field  trip  to 
follow  the  formal  session. 

The  second  meeting  is  being  held  to 
review  the  draft  1982  “Implementation 
Strategy  Report"  and  prepare 
recommendations  regarding  program 
priorities  to  the  full  Council.  The 
meeting  will  be  February  1, 1982, 
beginning  at  9  a.m.  at  the  BLM 
California  Desert  District  Office,  1695 
Spruce  Street,  Riverside,  California. 

Dated;  December  18, 1981. 

Gerald  E.  Hillier, 

District  Manager. 

{FR  Doc.  81-36857  Filed  12-23-81;  845  am] 

BILLINO  CODE  4310-84-M 


Colorado  and  Wyoming;  Green  River- 
Hams  Fork  Regional  Coal  Team 
Hearings 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 
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action:  Public  Hearings  and  Comment 
Period  on  Regional  Production  Goals. 

SUMMARY:  The  Colorado  State  Office  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  advises 
the  public  that  hearings  will  be  held  to 
receive  oral  and  written  public 
comments  to  assist  the  Secretary  of 
Interior,  through  the  Regional  Coal  Team 
(RCT),  in  the  review  of  the  Federal  Coal 
Production  Goals  for  the  Green  River- 
Hams  Fork  Coal  Production  Region. 

Oral  and  written  comments  will  be 
accepted  at  the  public  hearings. 
Individuals  commenting  orally  are  asked 
to  provide  written  copies,  if  possible. 
Written  comments  should  be  sent  to  the 
Colorado  State  Director  at  the  address 
given  below. 

DATES:  Public  hearings  will  be  held  on 
the  following  schedule: 


Date 

City 

Meeting  place 

Time 

Jan.  5,  1982 . 

i 

Denver  CO .. 

1 

Main  Post  Office.  | 
Room  467. 

1823  Stoul  1 

Streel.  1 

1-4 

p.m. 

Jan  6.  1982 . 

Craig  CO . 

Conference  I 

Trailer,  Craig 
District  Office. 
455  Emerson  ' 
Street. 

7:00 

!  p.m. 

Jan.  1Z  1982 . 

Rawlins 

WY. 

Holiday  Inn, 

1801  E.  Cedar 
Street, 

7:00 

p.m. 

Jan  13.  1982 . 

Rock 

Springs 

Holiday  Inn. 

1675  Suriset 

7:00 

p.m. 

WY. 

Drive. 

ADDRESS:  Wrtiten  comments  on  the 
production  goals  should  be  addressed 
to:  State  Director,  Colorado,  1037  20th 
Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

Written  comments  will  be  accepted  up 
until  30  days  after  the  date  of  this  notice. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kenneth  Smith,  Coal  Program  Specialist. 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  at  the 
above  address,  phone  (303)  837-3008. 
SUPPt^MENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  issued 
updated  national  and  regional  coal 
production  goals  in  December  of  1980. 
These  goals  are  intended  to  guide  the 
Department  of  Interior  and  the  RCT  in 
setting  a  Federal  leasing  target  for  the 
Green  River-Hams  Fork  Federal  Coal 
Production  Region. 


DOE  Coal  Production  Goals 

(Million  Tons  Annually) 


Scenario  • 

1985 

1990 

1995 

73.9 

75  1 

76.5 

90.8 

1  130.9 

High.... 

886 

105.3 

160.9 

1 _ 

The  coal  production  goals  developed 
by  DOE  are  provided  at  three  levels  of 


energy  consumption  growth  rates — low, 
medium  and  high. 

The  Federal  Coal  Management 
regulations  (43  CFR  3420.3-2(d)  require 
that  the  RCT  consider  the  regional 
situation  and  recommend  adjustments  to 
the  regional  production  goals  based  on 
such  factors  as:  (1)  Public  comment 
received  in  writing  or  in  hearing(s)  held 
by  the  team  in  the  region,  (2)  State 
Government,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  State  Office,  Indian  Tribe 
and  regional  development  policies,  (3) 
administrative  capacity  to  satisfy  the 
indicated  level  of  leasing  based  on  the 
final  production  goals,  and  (4)  other 
information  available  to  the  Regional 
Coal  Team  which  they  believe  should 
receive  consideration  by  the  Secretary 
in  his  review  of  the  final  regional 
production  goals. 

Dated:  December  16, 1981. 

Bob  Moore 

Associate  State  Director,  Colorado. 

(FTt  Doc.  ei -36820  Filed  12-23-81: 6:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-64-M 


Colorado  and  Wyoming;  Green  River- 
Hams  Fork  Regional  Coal  Team; 
Organizational  Meeting 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Organizational  meeting  for  the 
second  round  of  coal  activity  planning 
in  the  Green  River-Hams  Fork  Federal 
Coal  Production  Region. 

summary:  The  Colorado  State  Office  of 


In  exchange  for  these  lands  the 
Federal  Government  will  acquire  the 
following  privately-owned  land  from 


the  Bureau  of  Land  Managemspt  advises 
the  public  that  the  organizational 
meeting  for  the  second  round  of  coal 
activity  planning  in  tha  Green  River- 
Hams  Fork  Federal  Coal  Producton 
Region  is  scheduled  for  10:00  a.m., 
january  28, 1982,  at  Little  America,  1-25 
and  1-80,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Keneth  Smith,  Coal  Program  Specialist, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  1037  20th 
Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202,  phone 
(303)  837-3008. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Agenda 
items  include:  Second  Round 
Organization,  Status  of  Land  Use 
Planning,  Review  of  Available 
Expressions  of  Interest,  Public 
Comments  on  DOE  Production  Goals. 

Dated:  December  16, 1961. 

Bob  Moore, 

Associate  State  Director,  Colorado. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36821  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[U-40126] 

Realty  Action-Land  Exchange,  Salt 
Lake  District,  Utah 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Salt  Lake  District,  Interior. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  following  described 
public  lands  have  been  determined  to  be 
suitable  for  disposal  by  exchange  under 
Section  206  of  the  Federal  land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976,  43  U.S.C. 
1716: 


Professional  Management  Services,  c/o 
Herbert  H.  Halliday,  trustee: 


Selected  (Public  Lands) 


Township 


7  N . 

6  N . 

Total.. 


Range 

Sec¬ 

tion 

Subdivision 

Aaes 

17  W . 

4 

Lots  1-4. 

708.64 

SV(,NW,  SV^ 

(a*). 

16  W 

20 

AH 

64000 

30 

Lots  1-4.  EW. 

639.52 

EViWH  (aH). 

17  W . 

18 

Lots  1-4.  EW. 

•  659.22 

EV:.WVk  (all). 

20 

An . 

64000 

22 

All . 

640.00 

24 

AH . 

640.00 

26 

An . 

640.00 

28 

AH . 

640  00 

30 

Lots  1-4.  EVk. 

642.52 

EVliWW  (aU). 

16  W.  . 

24 

AH 

640.00 

18  W.... 

20 

AH 

640.00 

34 

AU 

64000 

9.049.00 
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Offered  (Privately-owned  Land) 


Tommship 

Range 

Sec¬ 

tion 

SubdMSion 

Acres 

A  Kf  .  . 

19  W . 

5 

Lois  1-4  (aR) . 

55.16 

17 

Lots  1-4  (alQ . 

59.60 

M 

18  W . 

5 

Lots  1-4 

65536 

SViNVi, 

(aR). 

7 

Lots  1-4  EW. 

655.48 

EViWVi  (aR) 

Kl 

19  W . 

1 

Lots  1-4 

63940 

■  > 

SV4NV4,  S'/i 
(aR). 

3 

Lots  1-4 

639.00 

' 

SMNVi,  &>4 
(aR). 

11 

640.00 

13 

. - . . 

AN _ _ 

640.00 

15 

AR . . . 

64000 

23 

A«.^  . 

640.00 

R  N  .  . , . 

18  W . 

17 

1 

AH . . . . . 

640.00 

19  W-.. 

Lots  1-4 

639.20 

SV^NIL  SVt 
(aR). 

3 

Lots  1-3 

480.26 

S^NEV,. 

SEV4NWV4, 

EVjSWVL 

SEVi. 

23 

AH . 

640.00 

27 

PV^ 

320.00 

7  M 

19  W.... 

23 

EV% . . . 

320.00 

35 

AH . 

640.00 

Totfll 

e.943.46 

17.999  36 

The  exchange  will  involve  the  surface 
estates  only,  of  the  above  described 
lands.  All  of  the  lands  both  public  and 
private,  are  hereby  segregated  from  the 
workings  of  the  land  laws,  and  bora 
mining  claim  locations. 

DATE:  For  a  period  of  45  days  interested 
parties  may  submit  comments  to  the 
District  Manager,  BLM,  Salt  Lake 
District,  2370  South  2300  West,  Sait  Lake 
City,  UT  84119.  Any  adverse  comments 
will  be  evaluated  by  the  District 
Manager  who  may  vacate  or  modify  this 
realty  action  and  issue  a  final 
determination. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Detailed  information  concerning  the 
exchange,  including  the  environmental 
assessment,  is  available  for  review  at 
the  Salt  Lake  District  Office,  2370  South 
2300  West,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84119, 
or  call  Evan  N.  Rudd  at  524-5348. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  the  exchange  is  to  acquire 
nonfederal  lands  valuable  for  wildlife 
management  purposes  and  to  dispose  of 
public  lands  designed  for  agricultural 
purposes.  The  exchange  has  been 
discussed  with  Box  Elder  County 
officials  and  is  consistent  with  planning. 
The  public  interest  will  be  well  served 
by  making  this  exchange. 

The  value  of  the  lands  to  be 
exchanged  are  approximately  equal  and 
the  acreage  will  be  adjusted  or  money 
will  be  used  to  equalize  the  values,  upon 
completion  of  the  final  appraisal  of  the 
lands.  The  terms  and  conditions 


applicable  to  the  exchange  will  be  as 
follows: 

1.  Reservation  to  the  U.S.  for 
construction  of  ditches  and  canals. 

2.  Reservation  of  all  minerals,  together 
with  the  rights  of  ingress  and  egress  to 
prospect  for,  mine  and  remove  the  same 
under  applicable  law  on  the  offered  and 
the  selected  land. 

3.  Reservation  of  rights-of-way  for  the 
county  roads  which  pass  through 
selected  lands. 

4.  Subject  to  oil  and  gas  leases 
numbered  U-26372,  U-31571,  U-31575, 
U-31576,  U-31580,  U-31581  and  U-38548, 
name  and  address  of  leases  on  file  at 
Utah  State  Office,  BLM,  136  East  South 
Temple,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84111. 

Frank  W.  Snell, 

District  Manager. 

(FR  Doc.  81-33819  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 
mXING  CODE  4310-84-H 


[W-4374] 

Wyoming;  Partial  Termination  of 
Proposed  Withdrawal 

1.  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
filed  an  application  for  withdrawal 
which  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  page  2588  of  the  issue  for 
February  7, 1967,  and  amended  by  • 
notices  published  on  page  4030  of  the 
issue  of  March  14, 1967,  and  page  4506  of 
the  issue  of  March  24, 1967. 

2.  The  foregoing  application  requested 
withdrawal  of  all  public  lands  which  are 
valuable  or  prospectively  valuable  for 


geothermal  steam,  fiom  all 
appropriations  under  the  public  land 
laws,  including,  without  limitation,  the 
mining  laws  and  the  mineral  leasing 
laws. 

3.  The  notice  published  on  page  4506 
of  the  issue  of  March  24, 1967,  identified 
and  described  lands  located  in  the 
States  of  California,  Nevada,  Idaho, 
Montana  and  New  Mexico  as  valuable 
or  prospectively  valuable  for  geothemrai 
steam.  No  lands  in  the  State  of 
Wyoming  have  been  identified  as 
valuable  or  prospectively  valuable  for 
geothermal  steam. 

4.  Subsequent  to  the  filing  of  the 
application  for  withdrawal  the  Congress 
enacted  the  Geothermal  Steam  Act  of 
1970.  That  Act  and  the  regulations 
contained  in  30  CFR  Part  270  and  43  CFR 
Part  3200  implementing  the  provisions  of 
that  act  provide  the  necessary 
protections  as  well  as  provisions  for  the 
development  of  geothermal  steam 
resources  which  obviates  the  need  for 
the  withdrawal. 

5.  Therefor,  pursuant  to  the 
regulations  contained  in  43  CFR  2310.1- 
4,  the  application  for  withdrawal  as  far 
as  it  applies  to  public  lands  in  the  State 
of  Wyoming  is  hereby  terminated.  This 
action  will  not  open  any  land  to  the 
operation  of  the  public  land  laws, 
mining  laws  or  mineral  leasing  laws 
because  no  segregation  from  these  laws 
was  ever  effected  by  identifying  them  as 
valuable  or  prospectively  valuable  for 
geothermal  steam. 

fames  H.  O’Connor, 

Acting  State  Director. 

IFR  Ooc  81-36818  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  ara| 

8ILUN6  CODE  4310-S4-M 


(W-4>3172S21 

Wyoming;  Modification  of  a  Proposed 
Continuation  of  a  Withdrawal 

December  14, 1981. 

Hie  notice  of  a  Proposed  Continuation 
of  a  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Administrative  Site  Withdrawal 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register 
Tuesday,  June  9, 1981,  page  30576  is 
hereby  modified. 

Further  evaluation  of  the  proposed 
action  by  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  has  resulted  in  the 
determination  that  approximately  4.6 
acres  of  the  13.3  acres  currently  under 
withdrawal  are  no  longer  needed  for  the 
administrative  site.  Partial  revocation 


62552 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  247  /  Thursday,  December  24,  1981  /  Notices 


and  continuation  of  this  withdrawal  is 
pending. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36822  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-M 


[NM  51107] 

New  Mexico;  Application 

December  15, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16, 1973  (87  Stat. 
576],  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  has  applied  for  a  4-inch  natural 
gas  pipeline  right-of-way  across  the 
following  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New  Mexico 
T.  20  S..  R.  20  E.,  N.M.P.M., 

Sec.  23.  SEVaSWVa,  NEVaSEVa,  S^SEVa; 
Sec.  24.  SV2NEya,  SEVaNWVa,  NVisSW'/a; 
Sec.  26,  NVzNWya: 

Sec.  27,  NEyaNEVa,  SV4N%.  NWyaSWya: 
Sec.  28.  SV^SWVa.  NViSEya,  SWyaSEya: 
Sec.  33.  NWyaNWVa. 

T.  20  S.,  R.  31 E.,  N.M.P.M.. 

Sec.  17,  SEyaNEya,  Ny2S%,  SWyaSW'/a; 
Sec.  18.  Sy2SEya: 

Sec.  19,  Lots  1,  2.  NWyaNEVa,  NEyaNYV'/a. 
This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  6.589  miles  of  public  land  in  Eddy 
County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
approved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promply  send  their 
names  and  address  to  the  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.O.  Box  1397, 1397,  Roswell,  New 
Mexico  88201. 

John  L.  Gregg, 

District  Manager. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36856  Filed  12-23-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Las  Cruces  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board;  Meeting 

agency:  BLM,  Las  Cruces  District. 
action:  Notice  of  meeting. 

summary:  Agenda. 
date:  January  14, 1982,  9:30  a.m. 
ADDRESS:  Santa  Teresa  Building 
Conference  Room  (Upstairs)  317  North 
Main  Street,  Las  Cruces,  New  Mexico. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Daniel  C.  B.  Rathbun,  District  Manager, 
Las  Cruces  District,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  1420,  Las  Cruces, 
New  Mexico  88004,  Phpne:  (505)  524- 
8551. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Agenda 

1.  Approval  of  Minutes. 

2.  Southern  Rio  Grande  Rangeland 
Program  Summary. 

3.  Administration  of  Livestock 
Grazing  on  Public  Rangelands. 

4.  Briefing  on  Accelerated  Wilderness 
Study  Area  Designation. 

5.  Public  Comment  Period,  2:00  p.m. 
Donnie  R.  Sparks, 

Acting  District  Manager. 

December  15, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36816  Filed  12-23-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-«l 


Nevada;  Redelegation  of  Authority 

summary:  Section  1.1  of  Bureau  Order 
No.  701  dated  July  23, 1964,  as  amended 
by  notice  published  at  45  FR  6177  on 
Friday,  January  25, 1980  (FR  Doc.  80- 
2428  Bled  1/24/80;  8:45  a.m.]  and  by 
notice  published  at  45  FR  81128  on 
Tuesday,  December  9, 1980  (FR  Doc.  80- 
38128  filed  12/8/80;  8:45  a.m.)  authorizes 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  State 
Directors  the  opportunity  to  redelegate 
the  authority  to  grant  or  renew  rights-of- 
way  under  Title  I,  Section  28  of  the 
Mineral  Leasing  Act  of  1920,  as 
amended,  and  to  redelegate  all  of  their 
authority  under  Public  Law  94-579  to 
District  Managers.  The  authority,  listed 
in  Section  1.9  of  Part  1  of  Bureau  Order 
No.  701,  except  title  transfer  actions  and 
special  project  rights-of-way,  is  hereby 
redelegated  to  the  Carson  City  District 
Manager. 

This  notice  has  no  other  effect  on  the 
provisions  of  FR  Doc.  80-2428  or  FR  Doc. 
80-38128. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  redelegation  will 
become  effective  January  11, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mike  Moran,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Nevada  State  Office.  Post 
Office  Box  12000,  Reno,  NV  89520. 

Roger  J.  McCormack, 

Acting  State  Director,  Nevada. 

December  IT",  1981. 

|FR  Doc  81-36810  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


California  Desert  District  Grazing 
Advisory  Board;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 


with  Pub.  L.  94-579,  Title  IV,  Sec.  403, 
that  a  public  meeting  of  the  California 
Desert  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
will  be  held  Thursday,  February  4, 1982. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  10:00  a.m.  in 
the  Elks  Lodge,  1000  Lily  Hill  Drive  in 
Needles,  California  and  adjourn  by  5:00 
p.m. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include  (1)  discussion  of  the  reorganized 
Board  and  members  roles;  (2)  the 
Rangeland  Program  Summary  Update, 
including  Desert  Plan  implementation 
completed  to  date  and  scheduled  for  this 
year;  (3)  Bureau  changes  in  Rangeland 
Management  Policy;  (4)  proposed 
Stewardship  program  in  the  Desert. 

Comments  and  position  statements 
may  be  submitted  in  advance  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Grazing  Advisory 
Board,  c/o  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
1695  Spruce  Street,  Riverside,  California 
92507. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  board 
meeting  will  be  maintained  in  the 
California  Desert  district  and  will  be 
available  during  regular  business  hours 
for  public  inspection  within  30  days 
following  the  meeting. 

Gerald  E.  Hillier, 

District  Manager, 

|FR  Doc.  81-36662  Filed  12-23-81:  a'45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Geothermal  Resources  Lease  Sale 
Glass  Mountain  and  Geysers-Calistoga 
KGRA’s  CA  12028 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
approximately  32,466.00  acres  of  land  in 
15  parcels  in  Siskiyou  County, 

California,  (Glass  Mountain)  and 
approximately  11,244.52  acres  of  land  in 
6  parcels  in  Lake  County,  California, 
(Geysers-Calistoga),  will  be  offered 
competitively  for  lease  under  the 
Geothermal  Steam  Act  of  1970  through 
sealed  bids  to  the  qualified  responsible 
bidder  of  the  highest  cash  amount  per 
parcel.  Bids  will  be  received  until  10:00 
a.m.  on  February  18, 1982. 

For  further  information  contact  the 
California  State  Office,  Division  of 
Operations,  Room  E-2605,  2800  Cottage 
Way,  Sacramento,  California  95825  (916) 
484-M492. 

Dated:  December  17, 1981. 

Walter  F.  Holmes, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36663  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 
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(Serial  No.  1-1518] 

Idaho;  Partial  Termination  of 
Classification  for  Multiple-Use 
Management 

December  16, 1981. 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  Bureau  Order  No.  701,  dated  July 
23, 1964  (29  FR  10526],  I  hereby 
terminate  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Multiple-Use  ClassiHcation 
Order  dated  October  27, 1967,  (Serial 
No.  1-1518),  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  November  2, 1967,  32  FR  15186, 
insofar  as  it  affected  the  lands  described 
below: 

Boise  Meridian,  Idaho 
Little  Lost  Campground 
T.  9  N.,  R.  27  E., 

Sec.  4,  Lot  2,  SWy4NEy4,  Nwy4^y4. 

Badger  Creek  Campground 
T.  9  N.,  R.  27  E., 

Sec.  28,  W%SE%,  SWV4NBy4. 

Wet  Creek  Campground 
T.9N.,  R.  28E.. 

Sec.  20.  SWy4NEi4 

Hawley  Mountain  Campground 
T.  9  N..  R.  20  E., 

Sec.  4,  SMiNWyi. 

Dry  Creek  Cana!  Campground 
T.IO  N..R.28E..  B.M. 

Sec.  33,  SMiSE‘/4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  439.12 
acres  in  Butte  County. 

2.  The  s^regative  effect  on  the  lands 
described  in  this  order  wilt  terminate 
upon  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  as  provided  by  the 
regulations  in  43  CFR  2461.5(cK2]. 

3.  At  7:45  a.m.  on  January  25, 1982,  the 
lands  will  be  open  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All 
valid  applications  received  at  or  prior  to 
7:45  a.m.  on  January  25, 1982,  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneou^y  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter 
shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

4.  The  lands  also  will  be  open  to 
location  under  the  United  States  mining 
laws  at  7:45  ajn.  on  January  25, 1982. 
The  lands  have  been  and  continue  to  be 
open  to  applications  and  offers  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations.  Bureau 


of  Land  Management,  Federal  Building, 
Box  042,  Boise,  Idaho  83724. 

Theodora  G.  Btngham, 

Acting  State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36661  Filed  12-2.V8I;  8:45  ami 

BttXiNG  CODE  4310-S4-M 


INTERNATIONAL  COMMUNICATION 
AGENCY 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Report  of  New 
System 

agency:  International  Communication 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974, 
the  International  Communicatkm 
Agency  published  a  notice  in  the 
Fedend  Register  on  November  61, 1981 
(46  FR  55156)  requesting  comments  on  a 
new  system  of  records  which  we 
proposed  to  establish.  A  report  on  the 
proposed  new  system  was  submitted  to 
Congress  and  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  on  October  28, 
1981.  After  considering  the  two 
comments  received,  the  Agency  is 
making  two  changes  which  are 
described  below  under  the  heading 
“Supplementary  Information."  Following 
these  changes,  the  amended  system 
notice  is  printed  in  its  entirety. 
date:  The  Public  Afiairs  Contact 
System,  as  amended  below,  will  be 
elective  December  28, 1981. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Both 
parties  commentiiig  on  the  proposed 
new  system  of  records  questioned  one 
of  the  routine  uses  which  would  have 
made  information  hi  the  records 
available  to  other  government  agencies 
who  have  statutory  or  other  lawful 
authority  to  maintain  such  information. 
The  Agency  has  decided  to  delete  this 
proposed  routine  use  inits  entirety. 

Tbe  authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system  was  also  questioned.  The 
Agency  is  amending  this  section  to  cite 
its  enabling  statutes,  the  U.S. 
Information  and  Educational  Exchange 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (22  U.S.C.  1431 
et  seg.]  and  the  Mutual  Educational  and 
Cultural  Exchange  Act  of  1961,  as 
amended  (22  U.S.C.  2451  et  seg.],  in 
addition  to  the  Federal  Records  Act. 

SYSTEM  name: 

Public  Affairs  CUmtact  System. 

SECURITY  CLASSIFICATION; 

Unclassified. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Office  of  the  Director,  International 
Communication  Agency,  1750 


Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW^  Washington, 
D.C.  20547. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIOUALS  COVERED  IN  THE 
SYSTEM: 

U.S.  private  sector  leaders;  key 
overseas  contacts  (non-Americans); 
legislative  and  executive  branch 
personnel  who  deal  with  the 
International  Communication  Agency 
and  U.S.  foreign  policy;  private  citizens 
and  corporations  interested  in  the 
International  Communication  Agency 
and  American  public  diplomacy;  U.S. 
businessmen  overseas. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Biographic  data  (name,  occupation, 
organization,  substantive  interests  in 
foreign  policy,  mailing  address); 
telephone  number;  records  of 
participatiim  in  the  International 
Communication  Agency  program 
overseas  and  formal  or  informal  events 
in  the  United  States. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

Federal  Records  AcL  44  U.S.C  3101, 
U.S.  Information  and  Educational 
Exchange  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (22 
U.S.C  1431  et  seg.)  and  the  Mutual 
Educational  and  Cultmal  Exchange  Act 
of  1961,  as  amended  (22  U.S.C  2451  et 
seg.). 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINEO  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  WCLUOmO  CATCBO— 1  OF 
USERS  AMO  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  uses: 

Identification  of  persons  or 
organizations  who  may  have  interest  in 
American  public  diplomacy  initiatives 
and  developments  for  distribution  of 
information  about  International 
Communication  Agency  programming 
and  trends  in  public  diplomacy, 
identification  and  distribution  of 
information  to  individuals  with  an 
interest  in  supporting  Agency  efforts  to 
encourage  participation  of  the  private 
sector  in  Agency  programs  at  l^st  cost 
to  the  American  public. 

Information  is  made  available  on  a 
need-to-know  basis  to  personnel  of  the 
International  Communication  Agency  as 
may  be  required  in  the  performance  of 
their  official  duties. 

The  International  Communication 
Agency  intends  to  establish  a  public 
affairs  contact  system  for  use  by  the 
Director,  Deputy  Director  and  their 
staffs.  The  system  is  intended  to  provide 
names,  telephone  numbers  and  mailing 
addresses  of  persons  or  institutions 
interested  in  puUic  diptomacy  and  the 
mission  of  the  International 
Communication  Agency  in  international 
affairs.  Inifividuals  and  institutions  so 
identified  may  be  contacted  to  provide 
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them  with  information  on  current 
developments,  to  solicit  their  views  on 
new  program  initiatives  or  to  obtain 
support  for  participation  of  the  private 
sector  in  Agency  programs. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

All  information  will  be  maintained  on 
an  automated  system — on  a  magnetic 
disk  for  active  use  and  on  magnetic  tape 
for  system  backup. 

retrievabiuty: 

Records  are  retrieved  by  name, 
contact  identification  number, 
institutional  affiliation,  geographic 
location,  occupation,  interests,  language 
ability,  year  of  birth,  sex,  marital  status, 
invitation  lists.  Agency  publications 
received,  contact  history,  invitation 
history,  distribution  lists,  telephone 
number,  and  exchange  program  record. 

safeguards: 

Files  are  to  be  called  up  by  designated 
persons  only  with  preassigned 
passwords  on  a  terminal  in  the  Office  of 
the  Director. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Files  will  be  reviewed  annually  and 
retained,  retired  or  destroyed  as 
appropriate. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Executive  Assistant  to  the  Director, 
International  Communication  Agency, 
1750  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20547. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE.* 

Chief,  Office  of  Public  Liaison, 
International  Communication  Agency, 
1750  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20547. 

RECORDS  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  from  individuals  should  be 
addressed  to:  Chief,  Public  Liaison, 
International  Communication  Agency, 
1750  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20547. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  and  for 
contesting  contents  and  appealing  initial 
determinations  by  the  individual 
concerned  are  published  in  Part  505  of 
Title  22,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORY: 

Information  is  provided  by  the 
individual  concerned  or  bom  published 
sources. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  PROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 


Dated:  December  21, 1981. 

Charles  Z.  Wick, 

Director,  International  Communication 
Agency. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36791  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  8230-01-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  AB-1  (Sub-120)A] 

Railroad  Services  Abandonment; 
Chicago  &  North  Western 
Transportation  Co.;  Abandonment 
Between  Fort  Dodge,  lA  and  Milepost 
217.2  in  Webster  County,  I  A;  Findings 

The  Commission  has  found  that  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity  permit 
Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  to  abandon  its 
3.1  mile  rail  line  between  Fort  Dodge.  lA 
at  milepost  220.3  and  milepost  217.2,  in 
Webster  County,  LA.  A  certificate  will 
be  issued  authorizing  this  abandonment 
unless  within  15  days  after  this 
publication  the  Commission  also  finds 
that:  (1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(or  government  entity]  has  offered 
assistance  (through  subsidy  or  purchase) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  to  be 
continued;  and  (2)  it  is  likely  that  the 
assistance  would  fully  compensate  the 
railroad. 

Any  financial  assistance  offer  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  and  served 
concurrently  on  the  applicant,  with 
copies  to  Ms.  Ellen  Hanson,  Room  5417, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423,  no  later  than  10 
days  from  publication  of  this  notice. 

Any  offer  previously  made  must  be 
remade  within  this  10-day  period. 

Information  and  procedures  regarding 
financial  assistance  for  continued  rail 
service  are  contained  in  49  U.S.C.  10905 
and  40  CFR  1121.38. 

Agatha  L.  Mergeaovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36545  Filed  12-23-81:  6:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-82] 

Provisions  for  Foreseeable  Future 
Costs  and  Requirements  for  Additional 
Data 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  decision  on  final 
procedures. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  adopts  these 
procedures  in  accordance  with  the 
Motor  Carrier  Act  of  1980,  Section  13(a], 
to  permit  motor  carriers  of  property  to 
recover  reasonable  foreseeable  future 


costs  in  their  general  increase  filings. 
Under  the  procedures  adopted,  future 
costs  will  be  recoverable  at  6  month 
intervals.  The  procedures  are  intended 
to  expedite  the  recovery  of  cost 
increases  to  reduce  regulatory  lag.  In 
addition,  the  Commission  is  requiring 
the  submission  of  information  reflecting 
non-issue  general  commodity  traffic  not 
currently  provided  by  the  MC-82  rate 
bureaus. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  25. 1982. 
ADDRESS:  Copies  of  the  complete 
decision  are  available,  upon  request, 
from;  The  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  12th 
&  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 

Washington,  DC  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Paul  R.  Meder,  (202}  275-7457. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By  notice 
served  July  7, 1981,  (46  FR  35566,  July  9, 
1981),  comments  were  solicited  on 
certain  proposed  procedures  with 
respect  to  file  treatment  of  time  frames 
and  methodology  in  the  computation  of 
reasonable  estimated  or  foreseeable 
future  costs.  Procedures  for  recovery  of 
these  costs  were  authorized  by  Section 
13(a]  of  Pub.  L.  96-296,  amending  49 
U.S.C,  10701  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Act  of 
1980.  In  addition,  the  Commission 
outlined  provisions  for  the  submission  of 
data  reflecting  non-issue  general 
commodity  traffic  handled  by  the  traffic 
study  carriers  and  relied  on  by  the  Ex 
Parte  No.  MC-82  motor  rate  bureaus. 

Thirteen  parties,  including  shippers, 
shippers'  associations,  and  rate  bureaus, 
filed  comments.  The  comments  received 
are  generally  favorable  to  the  proposed 
procedures,  however  they  suggest 
changes  and  arguments  in  opposition  to 
certain  of  matters  contained  in  the 
original  order. 

We  have  considered  the  matters 
raised  by  the  parties  and  are  convinced 
that  the  proposed  procedures  are 
warranted.  A  number  of  minor  changes 
have  been  made  in  the  proposed 
procedures  in  response  to  suggestions 
made  in  the  comments.  These  changes 
are  summarized  below.  The  sections 
noted  below  correspond  to  the  sections 
of  the  adopted  procedures. 

Section  (B):  In  order  to  clarify  our 
intent  as  to  fiie  requirements  for  filing 
for  additional  increases  during  the 
future  six  month  period,  our  original 
language  has  been  modified  to  read: 

If  a  rate  bureau  elects  to  rely  on  future  cost 
increases  prepared  int  he  manner  outlined 
herein,  and  in  turn  files  another  general 
increase  during  the  six  month  duration,  the 
rate  bureau  will  be  required  to  establish  by  a 
preponderance  of  the  evidence  and  through 
appropriate  documentation  that  the  increase 
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sought  has  not  been  previously  recaptured  in 
the  immediately  preceding  general  increase 
filing. 

Section  (E):  The  motor  rate  bureaus 
are  required  to  Hie  a  statement,  in  each 
general  increase  tiling,  indicating  the 
absence  of  any  material  revenue 
increases  as  the  result  of  independent 
actions  taken  during  the  period 
(between  current  level  expense  period 
and  the  elective  date  of  a  general 
increase)  or  indicate  the  nature  of  any 
material  revenue  increase  due  to 
independent  actions  and  its  impact  on 
the  updated  revenue  levels.  This 
statement  must  be  filed  15  days  in 
advance  of  the  effective  date. 

Section  (F):  Provision  has  been  made 
for  the  inclusion  of  future  costs  in  the 
calculation  of  constructed  revenue  in 
column  7  of  Appendix  A,  part  I.  An 
additional  column  (7a)  for  future  costs 
has  been  added. 

Appendix  A,  part  IV,  line  21 
(footnote):  The  footnote  has  been 
amended  to  read: 

Excludes  revenues  from  intrastate.  Section 
22,  independent  tariffs  and  other  traffic  not 
potentially  includable  as  issue  traffic  subject 
to  l.C.C.  jurisdiction.  Revenues  from  this 

traffic  for  the  base  year  are  $ - .  The 

remaining  revenues- are  the  sum  of  line  t5  and 
19  above. 

Appendix  A,  Section  2  (Part  V):  We 
have  amended  Appendix  A,  Section  2 
(Part  V)  by  eliminating  lines  15  through 
24  and  substituting  the  wording  “all 
other  revenues"  on  line  12  and  providing 
for  Total  System  Revenue  on  line  13.  We 
have  also  eliminated  the  requirement  for 
separation  of  LTL  and  TL  revenues  on 
lines  12  and  13  and  only  require  total 
data.  However,  we  do  require  that  the 
motor  rate  bureaus  provide  updated 
total  other  revenues  and  total  system 
revenues  for  the  two  levels  indicated. 
These  levels  should  agree  with 
Appendix  A,  Section  I,  Part  I,  cols.  4. 
through  6a  as  appropriate. 

A  complete  copy  of  the  adopted 
procedures  is  included  below.  Since 
future  cost  projections  are  permitted  but 
are  not  mandatory,  there  will  be  no 
changes  in  the  present  wording  in  the 
printed  decision  in  §  1104.3(a)  of 
Chapter  X,  Subchapter  B,  Title  49.  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Procedures 

(A)  In  compliance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Motor  Carrier  Act  of  1980,  we 
permit  the  motor  rate  bureaus  to  provide 
additional  and  reasonable  estimated  or 
foreseeable  future  cost  increases  for  a 
six  month  period  following  the  effective 
date  of  any  general  increase  filing. 

(B)  If  a  rate  bureau  elects  to  rely  on 
future  cost  increases,  prepared  in  the  • 
manner  outlined  herein,  and  in  turn  Hies 


another  general  increase  during  the  six 
month  duration,  the  rate  bureau  will  be 
required  to  establish  by  a 
preponderance  of  the  evidence  and 
through  appropriate  documentation  that 
the  increase  sought  has  not  been 
previously  recaptured  in  the 
immediately  preceding  general  increase 
filing. 

(C)  Future  expenses  will  be.  divided 
into  three  categories  as  follows: 

1.  Simultaneously  Scheduled  Wage 
and  Wage  Related  Increases.  Those 
expense  increases  which  are  scheduled 
to  start  simultaneously  with  the 
effective  date  of  the  general  increase 
filing. 

2.  Interim  Scheduled  Wage  and  Wage 
Related  Increases.  Those  expense 
increases  which  will  become  effective  in 
varying  amounts  on  varying  dates.  The 
motor  rate  bureaus  will  be  required  to 


These  projected  increased  costs  for 
the  six  month  future  time  period,  when 
relied  on,  will  be  included  in  the  “future 
pro  forma”  cost  level  on  the  basis  of  the 
amount  determined  through  the 
appropriate  methodology. 

The  amount  of  expense  increase  not 
allowed  from  the  application  oHuture 
expenses  calculated  on  the  basis  of 
table  1  above  will  be  subject  to  recovery 
in  the  next  general  increase  filing. 

3.  Unscheduled  Expense  Increases 
(Non-labor  Excluding  Fuel  and  Fuel 
Related  Expenses).  Unscheduled  cost 
increases  will  be  allowed  on  the  basis  of 
one-half  of  the  estimated  increase  in  the 
expenses  at  the  end  of  the  6-month 
future  period.  For  example,  if  the 
estimated  future  unscheduled  cost 
increase  for  the  period  is  18  percent,  a 
cost  increase  of  9  percent  will  be 
allowed  over  the  length  of  the  period. 
This  approach  will  permit  a  reasonable 
recovery  of  short-run,  non-scheduled 
expense  increases,  since  it  will  assume 
a  single  cost  increase  over  the  entire  six- 
month  future  cost  period  that  is 
equivalent  to  the  steadily  rising  costs 
covered  by  this  area. 


document  the  results  of  all  special  labor 
studies  in  support  of  these  future 
expense  increases  and  include  the 
results  in  their  evidentiary  filing.  The 
motor  rate  bureaus  will  be  permitted  to 
rely  on  any  reasonable  forecasting 
methodology  that  clearly  defines  the 
various  interim  wage  and  wage  related 
future  increases.  However,  the  overall 
impact  cdnnot  exceed  an  amount 
developed  on  the  basis  as  provided  in 
Table  1  below. 

Table  1  below  provides  an  illustration 
of  how  the  computation  of  the  total 
impact  of  these  increases  can  be 
applied.  The  illustration  assumes  that 
there  will  be  5  separate  interim  wage 
increases.  Each  increase  amoimts  to  8 
percent,  applies  to  5  percent  of  total 
expenses,  and  occurs  at  di^erent  dates 
between  April  1  and  October  1.  The 
impact  of  the  wage  increases  can  be 
calculated  as  follows: 


D.  Studies. — The  Commission  will 
accept  future  expense  estimates  based 
on  such  established  methods  as 
Teamster  related  contractual  wage 
increases  (Trucking  Management  Inc. 
(TMI)),  tabor  studies  based  on  non- 
Teamster  union  contracts  and  non-union 
wage  increases,  the  motor  carrier  non- 
tabor  index  or  other  dehned  methods 
which  will  provide  reasonable 
estimates.  Regardless  of  the 
methodology  relied  upon,  the  burden  of 
proof  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the 
methodology  and  adequate  support  rests 
with  the  MC-82  motor  rate  bureaus. 

Each  rate  bureau  is  to  provide  the 
Commission  with  the  underlying 
workpapers  supporting  the  calculations 
used  in  the  preparation  of  rate 
adjustments  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
Ex  Parte  No.  MC-82,  supra.  Workpapers 
are  to  be  sent  to  the  Bureau  of  Accounts. 
Section  of  Cost  Analysis. 

(E)  Updated  Study  Carrier  Data. — 

The  motor  rate  bureaus  are  required  to 
file  a  statement,  in  each  general  increase 
Filing,  indicating  the  absence  of  any 
material  revenue  increases  as  the  result 
of  independent  actions  taken  during  the 
period  (between  the  current  level 


Table  1.— Development  of  impact  of  Interim  scheduled  wage  and  wage  related 

INCREASES  (based  ON  A  GENERAL  INCREASE  TO  BECOME  EFFECTIVE  APRIL  1) 


Effective  date  of  wage 
increase 

Rate  of 

increase  ^ 

Portion  of 
total  '  = 

expense 

Impact  to 
total  X 

expense 

Portion  of  amonBi 
period  in  effect 

Impact 
on  total 
expense 
(ptfcemi 

May  1 . . . 

a 

5 

.40 

‘ik  or  83.3  percent 

33 

June  1 . .  . 

8 

5 

40 

%  or  86.7  percent 

27 

JuN  1i.._ . 

_  8 

5 

40 

%  or  50lO  pare  eta 

20 

Aug.  t . .  ....  _ _ 

_  8 

5 

.40 

%  or  333  percent 

t3 

Sept.  1 . . . . . 

8 

5 

.40 

hk  or  16.6  percent 

07 

too 

Total  (5  individual  increases  apirtcable  to  25  ^cent  of  total  expenses-  1.0%1. 
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expense  period  and  the  effective  date  of 
a  general  increase]  or  indicate  the 
nature  of  any  material  revenue  increase 
due  to  independent  actions  and  its 
impacted  on  the  updated  revenue  levels. 
This  statement  must  be  filed  15  days  in 
advance  of  the  effective  date. 

(F)  Issue  Traffic. — ^The  motor  bureaus 
are  also  required  to  include  with  their 
general  increase  submissions  an 
expanded  “Appendix  A”  for  all  carriers 
reHecting  the  revenue/expense 
comparisons  for  future  cost  increases 
under  consideration.  The  impact  of 
these  changes  shall  be  shown  as 
follows:  (1)  Separately  for  system  and 
issue  traffic,  (2)  in  addition  to  presently 
required  revenue/expense  comparisons 


and  (3)  identified  as  reflecting  future 
costs. 

We  are  also  requiring,  as  we 
proposed,  that  the  motor  rate  bureaus 
submit,  as  part  of  the  justification 
statement  in  an  MC-82  general  increase 
filing,  the  data  reflected  in  attachments 
1  and  2. 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  605(b),  we  certify 
that  the  procedures  adopted  in  this 
proceeding  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  The  additional 
data  required  by  this  decision  is 
currently  available  to  rate  bureaus  and 
will  require  little  or  no  additional  input 
from  the  carriers,  large  or  small,  which 
they  represent.  In  addition,  inclusion  of 


“foreseeable  future  costs"  in  rate 
requests  filed  by  the  rate  bureaus  is 
permissive,  not  mandatory.  Finally,  this 
action  was  mandated  by  the  Motor 
Carrier  Act  of  1980. 

This  decision  will  not  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  conservation  oY  energy 
resources. 

(49  U.S.C.  10321. 10701  and  10706,  section 
13(a)  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Act  of  1980,  Pub.  L. 
96-296;  and  5  U.S.C.  553.) 

Dated:  December  1. 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Taylor,  Vice 
Chairman  Clapp.  Commissioners  Gresham 
and  Gilliam. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 


Attachment  1.— Ex  Parte  No.  MC-82,  Appendix  A.— Section  1  Revenue  Need  and  Allocation  of  Bureau  Traffic 


Une  No.  and  Item 

Source 

Base 

calendar 

year- 

actual 

Present  pro 
forma  year 
present 
level 

Restated  proforma  year 

Present 

revenue 

and 

projected 

expense 

Present 
revenue 
and  future 
expense 

proposed 

revenue 

and 

projected 

ex^nse 

Proposed 
revenue 
and  future 
expense 

Projected 

expense 

and 

constructed 

revenue 

need 

(1) 

Part  1.  Revenue  Need 

(2) 

A.R.  Sch.  2998  L.  3 . . 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(5A) 

(6) 

(6A) 

(7) 

2.  Operating  expenses . 

3.  Lease  of  OistiiKt  operating  unit  (net) . 
4  Misc.  deductions  less  other  income  ... 
5.  Interest  included  in  miscellaneous 

deductions. 

A.R.  Sch.  2998  L.  10 . 

A.R.  Sch.  2998  Net  of  Ls.  12  S  13 . 

A.R.  Sch.  2998  (L.27  minus  L.  20) . 

A.R.  Sch.  2998  L.  23 . 

.  .  .  .  a... 

A.R.  Sch.  2998  L.  29 

7  Extraordinary  and  prior  period  items... 

A.R.  Sch.  2998  L.  34 

A.R.  Sch.  2998  L.  35 

9  Sum  of  money  above  operating  ex¬ 
penses. 

10.  Percent  owned  and  leased  proper¬ 
ly  to  net  tangible  property  (3  deci¬ 
mals) 

1 1  Sum  of  money  related  to  transpor¬ 
tation 

12  System  revenue  need  items  and 
projected  revenue  need. 

A.R.  Sch.  100,  Col.  (c)  (L.  21  +  L. 
23)  L.  26. 

i 

Future 

expense 

and 

constructed 

revenue 

need 


(7A) 


(Proponent  Bureau  Only) 


Part  II  Allocation  to  Traffic  at  Issue 

13  Constant  costs  and  sum  of  money 
allocated  to  issue  traffic. 

14  Variable  expenses  from  traffic  at 
issue  (90%  variable  excluding  return 
on  investment). 

15  Operating  revenues  from  traffic  at 
issue 

16  Constant  costs  and  sum  of  money 
allocated  to  issue  traffic  plus  vari¬ 
able  expenses. 

17  Revenue  lo  cost  comparison  (t 
decimal) 


See  Method  A(  )  and  Method  B(  ) 
Check  one:  Provide  both. 

■ 

L.  15  -T-  L.  16 . . 

. 

(Proponent  Bureau  Only) 


Part  III  Allocation  to  Non-Issue  Traffic 

18  Variable  expenses  from  traffic  not 
at  issue  (90%  variable  excluding 
return  on  investment). 

19  Operating  revenues  from  traffic  not 
at  issue 

1 

’  i 

.  j 

' 

(Proponent  Bureau  Only) 


Part  IV  Allocation  to  All  Potential 
Issue  Traffic 

20  Vanable  expenses  from  traffic  not 
at  issue  (90%  variable  excluding 
return  on  investment). 
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Attachment  1.— Ex  Parte  No.  MC-82,  Appendix  A.— Section  1  Revenue  Need  and  Allocation  op  Bureau  Traffic— Continued 
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Attachment  2.— Ex  Parte  No.  MC-82  Appendix  A— Section  2  (Part  V)^  Composition  of  the  Frame  Carriers'  System  Traffic  Revenues 
(Part  I.  Line  t)  for  the  Base  Year  Actual,  Present  and  Projected  Levels  Separated  Between  LTL,  TL  and  Total 
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|FR  Doc.  81-36651  Filed  12-23-«l;  8:45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  7035-«1-« 


[Finance  Docket  No.  297851 

Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  C04  Exemption  of 
Abandonment  of  0.91  Mile  of  Track  m 
Yavapai  County,  AZ 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  exempticm. 

summary:  The  Commission  exempts 
from  the  requirements  of  prior  approval 
under  49  U.S.C.  10903  the  abandonment 
by  the  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company  of  0.91  miles  of  track 
in  Yavapai  Cbunty,  AZ.  This  is  a  portion 
of  the  Prescott  District,  Albuquerque 
Division  extending  fr(»n  MP  57.SZ  to  MP 
58.23  in  the  City  of  Piescott. 

DATES:  This  exemption  will  be  effective 
on  January  22, 1982.  Petitions  fOT 
reopening  and  reconsideration  of  this 
action  must  be  filed  within  20  days  after 
publication. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  pleadings  to;  (1) 
Section  of  Finance,  Room  5414, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20425;  (2)  Petitioner’s 
Representative,  R.  K.  Knowlton,  80  East 
Jackson  Blvd.,  Chicago,  IL  60604. 
Pleadings  should  refer  to  Finance 
Docket  No.  29785. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ellen  D.  Hansen,  J202J  275-7245. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Additional  information  is  contained  in 
the  Commission’s  decision.  For  a  copy 
of  the  full  decision,  write  to  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Room  2227, 
Washington,  DC  20423,  or  call  toll  free 
800-424-5403. 

Dated:  December  10, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Taylor.  Vice 
Chairman  Clapp,  Commissioners  Gresham 
and  Gilliam. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36704  Filed  lS-2S-«:  8:45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  7036-«T-H 


Motor  Carriers;  Finance  Applications; 
Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  cm  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  seek  approval  to 
consolidate,  purchase,  merge,  lease 
operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  of  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  49  U.S.C1 11343  or  11344. 
Also,  applications  directly  related  to 
these  motor  finance  applications  (such 
as  conversions,  gateway  eliminations, 
and  securities  issuances}  may  be 
involved. 

The  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  240  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.240].  See 
Ex  Parte  55  (Sub-Np.  44],  Bu/es 
Governing  Applications  Filed  By  Motor 


Carriers  Under  49  US.G  11344  and 
11349.  363  LC.(1 740  (1981).  These  rules 
provide  among  other  things,  that 
opposition  to  toe  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  within  45  days  after  the  date 
of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Failure  seasonably  to  oppose  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  If  the 
protest  includes  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  the  request  shall  meet  the 
requirements  of  Rale  242  of  the  special 
rules  and  shall  include  the  certification 
required. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.241.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant’s 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
from  any  applicant  i^n  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  SlOiK),  in 
accordance  with  49  C^R.  1100.241(d}. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  will  not  be  accepted  after  the 
date  of  this  publication.  However,  the 
Commission  may  modify  toe  operating 
authority  involved  in  the  application  to 
conform  to  the  Commission’s  policy  of 
simplifying  grants  of  operating  authority. 

We  find,  with  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  impediments  (eg., 
jurisdictional  problems,  unresolved 
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fitness  questions,  questions  involving 
possible  unlawful  control,  or  improper 
divisions  of  operating  rights]  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated,  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  11301, 11302, 

11343, 11344,  and  11349,  and  with  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations,  that 
the  proposed  transaction  should  be 
authorized  as  stated  below.  Except 
where  specifically  noted  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  does  it  appear 
to  qualify  as  a  major  regulatory  action 
under  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

(n  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  as  to  the  finance  application  or 
to  any  application  directly  related 
thereto  filed  within  45  days  of 
publication  (or,  if  the  application  later 
becomes  unopposed),  appropriate 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant  (unless  the  application 
involves  impediments)  upon  compliance 
with  certain  requirements  which  will  be 
set  forth  in  a  notification  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice.  To 
the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant's 
existing  authority,  the  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

Dated:  December  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3.  Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

MC-F-14713F,  filed  October  13, 1981. 
Talmadge  E!  Borden  (Borden)  d/b/a 
West  Virginia  Coach  Lines  (WVC)  (P.O. 
Box  336, 105  Sycamore  Street, 
Ravenswood,  WV  26164] — ^Purchase 
(Portion) — (Greyhound  Lines,  Inc. 
(Greyhound)  Greyhound  Tower, 

Phoenix,  AZ  85077);  Correction ' 
Representative:  Anthony  P.  Carr,  Esq., 
Greyhound  Tower,  Phoenix,  AZ  85077. 
WVC  seeks  authority  to  purchase  a 
portion  of  the  interstate  operating  rights 
of  Greyhound  and  Borden  seeks  to 
acquire  control  of  the  rights  through  the 
transaction.  WVC  seeks  to  purchase 
that  portion  of  Greyhound’s  rights  (1)  in 
No.  MC-1501  (Sub-No.  172)  renumbered 
but  not  yet  issued  in  No.  MC-1515  (Sub- 
No.  172),  and  No.  MC-1515  (Sub-No.  175) 
generally  authorizing  transportation  of 


'  This  notice  corrects  the  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  Vol.  46,  No.  224.  Friday  November 
20. 1981  regarding  Greyhound's  MC-Nos. 


passengers  and  their  baggage,  express 
and  newspapers  between  (a) 

Charleston,  WV  and  the  junction  of  WV 
Hwy  3  and  Int.  Hwy  77  (over  U.S.  Hwy 
119  and  WV  Hwy  3  and  77);  (b)  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Hwy  60  and  WV  Hwy  16 
and  Beckley,  WV  (over  WV  Hwy  16  and 
U.S  Hwy  19  and  an  unnumbered  Hwy): 
(c)  betwen  Clarksburg,  WV  and 
Charleston,  WV  (over  U.S.  Hwy  19,  WV 
Hwy  4  and  U.S.  Hwy  119)  or  (over  U.S. 
Hwys  19  and  119);  and  (d)  between 
Glenville,  WV  and  Millstone,  WV  (over 
U.S.  Hwy  5  and  WV  Hwy  16).  WVC 
holds  authority  to  operate  as  a  motor 
common  carrier  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  pursuant  to  No.  MC-59235 
(Sub-No.  41)  issued  to  Virginia  Stage 
Lines,  Inc.,  d.b.a.  Vii^ginia  Truckings  and 
acquired  by  WVC  in  No.  MC-FC-79275. 

Note. — (1)  An  application  for  temporary 
authority  has  not  been  filed.  (2)  This 
application  is  directly-related  to  No.  MC- 
157389  (Sub-No.  2)  published  elsewhere  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  November  20, 1981. 

(Hearing  Site:  Washington,  DC). 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovkh, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36706  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am| 
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Motor  Carriers;  Finance  Appiications; 
Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  seek  approval  to 
consolidate,  purchase,  merge,  lease 
operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  of  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  11343  or  11344. 
Also,  applications  directly  related  to 
these  motor  finance  applications  (such 
as  conversions,  gateway  eliminations, 
and  securities  issuances)  may  be 
involved. 

The  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  240  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.240).  See 
Ex  Parte  55  (Sub-No.  44),  Rules 
Governing  Applications  Filed  By  Motor 
Carriers  Under  49  U.,S.C.  11344  and 
11349,  363  I.C.C.  740  (1981).  These  rules 
provide  among  other  things,  that 
opposition  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  within  45  days  after  the  date 
of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Failure  seasonably  to  oppose  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  If  the 
protest  includes  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  the  request  shall  meet  the 
requirements  of  Rule  242  of  the  special 
rules  and  shall  include  the  certification 
required. 


Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.241.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant’s 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
from  any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00,  in 
accordance  with  49  CFR  1100.241(d). 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  wilt  not  be  accepted  after  the 
date  of  this  publication.  However,  the 
Commission  may  modify  the  operating 
authority  involved  in  the  application  to 
conform  to  the  Commission’s  policy  of 
simplifying  grants  of  operating  authority. 

We  find,  with  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  impediments  (e.g., 
jurisdictional  problems,  unresolved 
fitness  questions,  questions  involving 
possible  unlawful  control,  or  improper 
divisions  of  operating  rights)  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated,  in 
accordance  with  each  applicable 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  11301, 11302, 
11343, 11344,  and  11349,  and  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  that 
the  proposed  transaction  should  be 
authorized  as  stated  below.  Except 
where  specifically  noted  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  does  it  appear 
to  qualify  as  a  major  regulatory  action 
under  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  as  to  the  finance  application  or 
to  any  application  directly  related 
thereto  filed  within  45  days  of 
publication  (or,  if  the  application  later 
becomes  unopposed),  appropriate 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant  (unless  the  application 
involves  impediments)  upon  compliance 
with  certain  requirements  which  will  be 
set  forth  in  a  notification  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice.  To 
the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
existing  authority,  the  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

Dated;  December  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC-F-14722.  filed  December  1, 1981. 
Transferee:  S&W  FREIGHT  UNES,  INC. 
1136  Haley  Rd,.  Murfreesboro,  TN  37130 
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Transferor;  I&G  Express,  Inc.,  489 
Julienne,  Jackson,  MS  38204. 
Representative:  Roland  M.  Lowell.  5th 
Floor,  501  Union  St.,  Nashville,  TN 
37219.  Transferee  seeks  authority  to 
purchase  Certificates  No.  MC-121142 
(Subs  8, 14,  and  20}  from  transferor 
(Harold  J.  Barkley.  Jr.,  Trustee  in 
Bankruptcy).  Russell  D.  Easley  and 
Barry  Smotherman,  who  control 
transferee  through  control  of  its 
outstanding  capital  stocks,  seek  to 
acquire  control  of  the  rights  through  the 
transaction.  Transferee  holds  rights 
under  No.  MC-121644  and  is  affiliated 
with  A&M  Express,  Inc.  (MC-145596). 

The  CertiHcate  to  be  purchased 
generally  authorize  general  commodities 
(with  exceptions)  over  regular  and 
irregular  routes  in  MS  and  TN.  No  TA 
lease  is  sought. 

CAL  GAS  CORPORA'nON  (CAL 
GAS)  (P.O.  Box  28397,  Sacramento,  CA 
95828) — control — Petroleum 
Transportation  Corporation  (Petroleum) 
(9717  E.  42nd  St.,  Tulsa,  OK  74145). 
Representatives:  Daryl  A.  Gault,  P.O. 

Box  28397,  Sacramento,  CA  95828;  and 
James  R.  Stiverson,  P.O,  Box  12241, 
Columbus,  OH  43212.  Cal  Gas,  a  non¬ 
carrier,  seeks  authority  to  acquire 
control  of  Aminoil  Marketing,  Inc.,  a 
non-carrier,  and  thereby  its  subsidiary. 
Petroleum.  Dillingham  Corporation,  a 
publicly-held  non-carrier,  is  the  sole 
stockholder  of  Cal  Gas  and  seeks 
authority  to  acquire  control  of  said 
rights  and  property  through  this 
transaction.  Petroleum  holds  authority 
in  MC-142905  (Sub-No.  14X),  which 
authorizes  the  transportation,  as  a  motor 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
(1)  petroleum  products,  animal  feeds, 
and  agriculture  fertilizers  and 
ingredients,  between  points  in 
Woodward  County,  OK,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR, 

CO,  LA,  KS.  LA.  MO.  NE.  NM.  SD.  and 
TX;  (2)  Petroleum  products  and 
agriculture  fertilizers  and  ingredients, 
between  points  in  Gage  County,  NE,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  CO.  KS,  LA.  MN.  NE,  MO.  OK.  SD, 
and  WY;  (3)  agriculture  fertilizers  and 
ingredients,  between  points  in  Rogers 
County,  OK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  KS,  MO.  OK, 
and  TX;  and  (4)  petroleum  products, 
between  (a)  points  in  Cowley,  Reno, 
McPherson,  and  Rice  Counties,  KS.  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  OK,  and  (b)  points  in  OK  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR. 
Condition:  Dillingham  Corporation,  a 
non-carrier  holding  company  shall  be 
'considered  a  carrier  within  the  meaning 
of  49  U.S.C.  11348  and  is  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  49  U.S.C.  11302  for  those 


issua^e  of  securities  and  assumptions 
of  obligations  which  may  relate  to  or 
affect  &e  activities  of  its  carrier 
subsidiaries.  Regarding  the  reporting 
requirements  of  49  U.S.C.  11145. 
Dillingham  Corporation  need  only  file 
such  special  reports  as  the  Commission 
may  from  time  to  time  require. 
Dillingham  Corporation  is  not  made 
subject  to  the  accounting  requirements 
of49U.S.C.  11142. 

Notes. — (1)  TA  has  been  hied.  (2)  Cal  Gas 
controls  through  stock  ownership  I^pane 
Transport,  Inc.,  a  motor  common  carrier 
under  MC-114969,  which  is  authorized  to 
transport  commodities  in  bulk,  between 
points  in  thirty-one  States,  basically  east  of 
the  Mississippi  River.  (3)  Dillingham 
Corporation  also  controls  Foss  Laimch  &  Tug 
Co.,  a  common  carrier  by  water  at  docket  W- 
587,  operating  generally  between  the  West 
Coast.  AK,  and  HI. 

(IK  Doc.  81-36708  Filed  12-23-81:  a4.'>  am) 
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Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commissions*  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980.  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  ^m 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified  . 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  a  public 
need  for  the  proposed  operations  and 
that  it  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to  perform 
the  service  proposed,  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV. 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  This 
presumption  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
exist  where  the  application  is  opposed. 
Except  where  noted,  this  decision  is 


neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  imder  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  imopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicant  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  of  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract”. 

Please  direct  status  inquiries  to  the 
Ombudsman's  Office,  (202)  275-7326. 

Volume  No.  OPl-323 

Decided:  December  14, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

FF  531  (Sub-2),  filed  December  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  SECURITY  HOUSEHOLD 
GOODS  FORWARDING.  INC.  100  W. 
Airline  Hwy.,  Kenner.  LA  70063. 
Representative:  Alan  F.  Wohlstetter, 

1700  K  Street  N.W..  Washington.  D.C. 
20006,  (202)  833-^884.  As  a  freight 
forwaixler  in  connnection  with  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities 
(except  household  goods, 
unaccompanied  baggage  and  used 
automobiles  and  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  9291  (Sub-21)  (republication),  filed 
October  14. 1981,  previously  noticed  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  November 
1. 1981.  Applicant:  CARROL  BALL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  53. 
Centerville,  KS  66014.  Representative: 
Clyde  N.  Christey,  KS  Credit  Union 
Bldg.,  1010  Tyler,  Suite  llOL.  Topeka,  KS 
66612.  (913)  233-9629.  Transporting  such 


62560 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  247  /  Thursday,  December  24,  1981  /  Notices 


commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
supermarkets  and  discount  stores  and 
food  and  related  products,  between 
points  in  KS,  OK,  and  the  Kansas  City, 
MO.  Commercial  zone,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MT,  WY, 

CO.  NM.  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS.  OK,  TX,  MN, 
lA,  MO,  AR,  LA.  WI.  IL,  MS.  AL  TN. 

KY.  IN.  OH.  Ml  and  GA. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  correct  the  territorial  description  by 
including  points  in  the  Kansas  City,  MO, 
Commercial  zone  as  originally  proposed. 

MC  28990  (Sub-11),  filed  December  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  SETrtdOUR  TRANSFER 
LINES,  INC,,  800  E.  Factory  St., 

Seymour,  WI  54165.  Representative: 
Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150  E.  Gilman  St., 
Madison,  WI  53703,  (414)  833-^381.  Over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  (1)  between  Menominee 
and  Rapid  River,  MI,  over  U.S.  Hwy  41, 

(2)  between  Vulcan  and  Powers,  MI, 
over  U,S.  Hwy  2,  (3)  between 
Menominee  and  Escanaba,  Ml,  over  Ml 
Hwy  35,  (4)  between  Waupun,  WI,  and 
junction  WI  Hwy  49  and  U.S.  Hwy  41, 
over  WI  Hwy  49,  (5)  between  Fond  du 
Lac  and  Theresa.  WI,  over  WI  Hwy  175, 
(6)  between  Fond  du  Lac,  WI,  and' 
junction  WI  Hwy  28  and  U.S.  Hwy  41, 
over  U.S.  Hwy  41,  (7)  between  Beaver 
Dam  and  Horicon,  WI,  over  WI  Hwy  33, 
(8)  between  Horicon,  WI,  and  junction 
WI  Hwy  28  and  U.S.  Hwy  41,  over  WI 
Hwy  28,  (9)  between  Mayville  and 
Brownville,  WI,  over  Dodge  City  WI 
Hwy  Y,  (10)  between  junction  Dodge 
City,  WI  Hwys  Y  and  YY,  and  junction 
Dodge  City,  WI  Hwys  YY  and  41.  over 
Dodge  City,  WI,  Hwy  YY,  (11)  between 
Lomira,  WI,  and  junction  Dodge  City, 

WI,  Hwys  Y  and  H,  over  Dodge  City, 

WI.  Hwy  H,  (12)  between  Stevens  Point. 
WI,  and  junction  U.S.  Hwy  51  and  WI 
Hwy  64,  over  U.S.  Hwy  51,  (13)  between 
Merrill  and  Mountain,  WI,  over  WI  Hwy 
64,  and  (14)  between  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
10  and  WI  Hwy  34,  and  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  51  and  WI  Hwy  34,  over  WI  Hwy 
34,  serving  all  intermediate  points  in 
connection  with  routes  (1)  to  (14)  above, 
and  serving  Green  Lake,  WI,  and  points 
in  Marathon  and  Shawano  Counties, 

WI,  and  Delta,  Dickinson  and 
Menominee  Counties,  MI,  as  off  route 
points. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  the 
sought  rights  to  its  existing  authority. 

MC  108531  (Sub-25),  filed  December  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  BLUE  BIRD  COACH 
LINES.  INC.,  502-504  N.  Barry  St.,  Olean, 
NY  14760.  Representative:  Ronald  W. 
Malin,  Bankers  Trust  Bldg.,  4th  FI., 
Jamestown,  NY  14701,  (716)  664-5210. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage  in  the  same  vehicle  with 


passengers,  in  charter  operations, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under  * 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Blue  Bird 
World  Travel,  Inc,,  of  Olean,  NY. 

MC  115581  (Sub-5),  filed  December  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  THE  CONNECTICUT 
COMPANY,  d.b.a.  AIRFIELD  SERVICE. 
2909  Main  Street,  Hartford,  CT  06120. 
Representative:  John  E.  Silliman,  101 
Pearl  Street,  P.O  Box  3197,  Hartford.  CT 
06103,  (203)  549-4500.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  charter 
and  special  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  points  in  CT  and  Hampden 
County,  MA,  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  128220  (Sub-35),  filed  December  4. 
1981.  Applicant:  RALPH  LATHAM, 
d.b.a.  LATHAM  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  596,  Burnside.  KY 
42519.  Representative:  Kbbert  H.  Kinker, 
314  West  Main  St.,  P.O.  Box  464, 
Frankfort.  KY  40602,  (502)  223-8244. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Moorman 
Mfg.  Co.,  of  Quincy,  IL. 

MC  142920  (Sub-27),  filed  December  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  OUVER  TRUCKING 
CORP.,  620  South  Belmont  Avenue, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46217.  Representative: 
Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  1832,  2  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY  10048- 
0640,  (212)  466-0220.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Walt  Disney 
Productions,  Burbank,  CA. 

MC  142920  (Sub-28),  filed  December  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  OUVER  TRUCKING 
CORP.,  620  South  Belmont  Ave., 
Indianapolis,  IN  46217.  Representative; 
Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  1832,  2  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY  10048- 
0640,  (212)  466-0220.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  ASR 
Recording  Service,  of  Glen  Rock,  NJ  and 
Allison  Audio,  of  Hauppauge,  NY. 

MC  144511  (Sub-4),  filed  Novmeber  2, 
1981.  Applicant;  ED  O’GRADY,  Rural 
Route  2,  Falls  City,  NE  68355. 
Representative:  Lavem  R.  Holdeman, 
P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln.  NE  68501-1849, 
(402)  476-1144.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in 
Richardson  County,  NE.  on  the  one 


hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  145230  (Sub-ll),  filed  December  4, 
1981.  Applicant;  H  &  S  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  248,  Wesson,  MS  39191. 
Representative;  Donald  B.  Morrison, 

P.O.  Box  22628,  Jackson.  MS  39205,  (601) 
948-8820.  Transporting  (1)  Mercer 
commodities,  machinery,  and  metal 
products,  between  points  in  Pike 
County,  MS,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  LA,  and  TX,  and 
(2)  building  materials,  between  points  in 
Hinds  County,  MS,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  and 
east  of  NM,  CO.  NE.  SD.  and  ND. 

MC  145371  (Sub-10),  filed  December  2, 
1981.  Applicant  MFCH,  INC.,  Route  1, 
Kings,  ^  61045.  Representative:  Daniel 
O.  Hands,  205  West  Touhy  Ave.,  Suite 
200-A.  Park  Ridge,  IL  60068,  (312)  698- 
2235.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Lee  and 
Ogle  Counties,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  147851  (Sub-14),  filed  November 
27, 1981.  Applicant:  KWESVA,  INC., 

2580  Millers  Lane,  P.O.  Box  16009, 
Louisville,  KY  40216.  Representative: 
Herbert  D.  Liebman,  P.O.  Box  478,  403 
W.  Main  Street,  Frankfort,  KY  40602, 1- 
502-875-3493.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
wholesale  and  retail  drug,  grocery,  food, 
hardware,  variety  and  department 
stores  and  houses,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD.  NE,  KS.  OK 
and  TX. 

MC  149541  (Sub-5),  filed  December  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  LEBARNOLD,  INC.,  470 
St.  John’s  Church  Road,  Camp  Hill,  PA 
17011.  Representative:  Francis  W. 
Mclnemy,  1000  Sixteenth  St.,  N.W., 

Suite  502,  Solar  Bldg.,  Washington,  DC 
20036,  (202)  783-8131.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 

MC  151880  (Sub-3),  filed  December  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  HETEM  BROS.  INC., 

601  Commerce  Road,  Linden,  NJ  07036. 
Representative;  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St., 
N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20001,  (202)  628- 
9243.  Transporting  chemicals  and 
related  products,  and  petroleum,  natural 
gas  and  their  products,  between  points 
in  ME,  NH,  VT,  MA,  RI,  CT,  NY.  NJ,  PA, 
DE.  MD.  VA,  NC,  TN.  WV,  OH,  and  DC. 

MC  152441  (Sub-1),  filed  November  24, 
1981.  Applicant:  WILSON  LEASING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6946,  Rochester,  MN 
55901.  Representative:  Grant  J.  Merritt, 
4444  IDS  Center,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55402.  Transporting  building  materals. 
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between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contracts]  with  North  Star 
Group  of  Apple  Valley,  MN,  and  North 
Star  Concrete  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Mankato,  MN. 

MC  155691,  filed  November  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  EXPRESSLY  LTL,  P.O.  Box  3- 
245,  Anchorage,  AK  99501. 

Representative:  Russell  A.  Evans,  410 
Maynard  Bldg.,  119  First  Ave.  S..  Seattle, 
WA  98104.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  Anchorage,  AK,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  Third  Judicial  District  of  AK. 

MC  157841,  fiTed  November  20, 1981. 
Applicant:  MIDNIGHT  EXPRESS 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  1630  Gibson, 
Clovis,  CA  93612.  Representative: 

Edward  L  Fanucchi,  2409  Merced,  #3, 
Fresno,  CA  93721,  (209)  268-8771. 
Transporting  bananas,  between  the 
ports  of  Long  Beach,  Willmington,  Port 
Hueneme,  and  Los  Angeles,  CA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Fresno  County,  CA. 

MC  158960  (republication),  filed 
October  29, 1981,  previously  noticed  in  . 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  November 
17, 1981.  Applicant  MILLER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  South  Star  Route, 
Chambers,  NE  08725.  Representative: 

Jack  L  Shultz,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln, 

NE  68501,  (402)  475-0761.  Transporting 
dry  fertilizer,  between  points  in  Caribou 
County,  ID,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  CO,  lA,  KS,  NE,  SD,  and 
WY. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  reflect  CO,  in  the  territorial  description  in 
lieu  of  OK. 

MC  159011,  filed  November  24, 1981. 
Applicant:  DICK  GASSER  &  SONS, 

LTD.,  4055  E.  64th,  Commerce  City,  CO 
80022.  Representative:  Thpmas  J. 
Simmons,  5301  North  Cliff  Ave.,  Box  480, 
Sioux  Falls,  SD  57101,  (605)  339-3629. 
Transporting  (1)  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  CO,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.,  and  (2)  beer  and  malt 
beverages,  between  St.  Louis,  MO,  and 
points  in  Clear  Creek  County,  CO. 

MC  159491,  filed  November  30, 1981. 
Applicant:  UNITED  STATES  BUS 
TOURS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St. 
Paul,  MN  55118.  Representative:  Robert 
P.  Sack  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(612)  457-6889.  Transporting  (1) 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  and  (2) 
baggage  of  passengers  in  separate 
vehicles,  in  charter  and  special 
operation,  between  points  in  Scott, 
Carver,  Washington,  Dakota,  Anoka, 
Hennepin  and  Ramsey  Counties,  MN,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 


MC  159501,  filed  November  30, 1981. 
Applicant:  AMBROSE  TOURS, 
INCORPORATED,  16055  W.  12  Mile  Rd., 
Southfield,  MI  48076.  Representative: 

Jeff  I.  Ambrose  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (313)  569-8050.  As  a  broker, 
at  Southfield,  MI,  in  arranging  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  between  points  in  Ml,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  159510,  filed  November  30, 1981. 
Applicant:  DUNN  &  MAVIS,  INC.,  9301 
Wilshire  Blvd.,  #401,  Beverly  Hills,  CA 
90210.  Representative:  Paul  A.  Mavis 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (213)  278- 
5250.  Transporting  transportation 
equipment,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  TNT 
Inc.,  of  Los  Angeles,  CA. 

MC  159521,  filed  December  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  TIMBER  TRANSFER,  INC., 
7305  Kings  Road,  Jacksonville,  FL  32219. 
Representative:  James  B.  Sistare,  Route 
2,  Box  385-A,  Hilliard,  FL  32046,  (904) 
845-2691.  Transporting  lumber  and 
wood  products,  between  points  in  th« 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Georgia-Pacific  Corporation  of  Augusta, 
CA. 

MC  159531,  filed  December  2. 1981. 
Applicant:  NORTHEAST  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  107  Sherman  Farm  Road, 
Harrisville,  RI 02830.  Representative: 
Frank  J.  Weiner,  15  Court  Square. 
Boston,  MA  02108,  (617)  742-3530. 
Transporting  (1)  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  (2)  pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,  (3)  metal  products,  (4) 
furniture  and  fixtures,  (5)  machinery, 
and  (6)  chemicals  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  RI,  MA,  NY,  SC,  TN, 
ID  and  AL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  159560,  filed  December  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  CAMARA  ASSOCIATES, 
INC.,  d.b.a.,  CAMARA  TOURS,  340 
Hathaway  Road,  New  Bedford,  MA 
02746.  Representative:  Edward  Camara, 
Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant),  (617) 
999-5200.  As  a  broker  at  New  Bedford, 
MA,  in  arranging  for  the  transportation 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  159570,  filed  December  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  BALL  MOTOR  SERVICE, 
INC.,  1200  West  Sunset  Drive, 
Waukesha,  WI 53187.  Representative: 
Richard  C.  Alexander,  710  North 
Plankinton  Ave.,  Milwaukee,  WI  53203, 
(414)  273-7410.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  grocery 
stores  and  food  business  houses, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 


continuing  contract(s)  with  Codfi*ey 
Company,  of  Waukesha,  WL 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-485 
Decided;  December  14, 1981. 

By  the  Commission.  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  128497  (Sub-19),  filed  December  7, 
1981.  Applicant:  JACK  LINK  TRUCK 
UNE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Dyersville,  lA 
52040.  Representative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan, 
205  W.  Touhy  Ave.,  Suite  200-A,  Park 
Ridge,  IL  60068,  (312)  698-2235. 
Transportation  (1)  lumber  and  wood 
products,  machinery  and  metal 
f  products,  between  points  in  Clayton  and 
Clinton  Coimties,  LA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR,  CO,  ND. 
OK,  and  TX,  and  (2)  lumber  and 
machinery,  between  points  in  AR,  CO, 
MO,  MT,  ND,  OK,  SD,  and  WY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  lA, 
IL,  IN,  MN,  and  WI. 

MC  147737  (Sub-2),  filed  December  7, 
1981.  Applicant:  ABT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
173,  Colusa,  CA  95932.  Representative: 
Ann  M.  Pougiales,  100  Bush  St.,  21st  FI., 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104,  (415)  986-5778. 
T ransportation  agricultural  fertilizers, 
chemicals  and  minerals  and  related 
machinery,  equipment  and  supplies, 
between  points  in  AZ,  CA,  ID,  NV,  OR. 
NM,  UT,  and  WA. 

MC  157487,  filed  December  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  NORM’S  HAULING,  LTD., 
P.O.  Box  2378,  Prince  Albert, 
Saskatchewan,  Canada  S6V  6Zl. 
Representative:  Robert  N.  Maxwell,  P.O. 
Box  2471,  Fargo,  ND  58108,  (701)  237- 
4223.  Transportation  chemicals  and 
related  products,  between  the  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundary  line 
beween  the  U.S.  and  Canada,  at  points 
in  MN,  MT,  and  ND,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  ID,  lA,  MN, 
MT,  ND,  SD,  and  WI. 

MC  159617,  filed  December  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  GRAY  LINE  TRAVEL 
TOURS,  INC.,  1065  Belvoir  Rd:. 
Norristown.  PA  19401.  Representative: 
William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1240, 
Arlington,  VA  22210,  (703)  525-4050.  To 
engage  in  operations,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  broker,  at 
Norristown,  PA,  in  arranging  for  the 
transportation,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  round- 
trip,  special,  and  charter  operations, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in  Bucks, 
Montgomery,  Chester,  and  Delaware 
Coimties,  PA,  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-487 
Decided:  December  18. 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Reveiw  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 
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MC  43716  (Sub-38),  filed  December  15, 
1981.  Applicant:  BIGGE  DRAY  AGE  CO., 
10700  Bigge  Ave.,  San  Leandro,  CA 
94577.  Representative:  James  H.  Gulseth, 
100  Bush  St.,  21st  Floor,  San  Francisco, 

CA  94104,  (415)  986-5778.  Transportation 
(l)(a)  commodities  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  use  of  special  equipment,  (b) 
commodities  not  requiring  special 
handling  or  use  of  special  equipment 
when  moving  with  commodities  in  (a) 
above,  (2)  machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  logging, 
mining,  road  building  and  construction 
work,  (3)  metal  products,  and  (4)  waste  » 
or  scrap  materials,  between  points  in 
CA. 

MC  150766  (Sub-2),  filed  December  8, 
1981.  Applicant:  OLDLAND 
DISTRmUTING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3241, 
Central  Point,  OR  97502.  Representative: 
Peter  H.  Glade,  One  S.W.  Columbia, 

Suite  555,  Portland,  OR  97258.  (503)  227- 
1681.  Transporting  material,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  installation  of 
floor  covering,  between  points  in  OR, 

WA,  and  CA. 

MC  159476,  filed  November  30, 1981. 
Applicant:  WARREN  A.  JOHNSON,  JR., 
d.b.a.  WAJ  TRANSPORTATION,  5 
Dunlap  Row,  P.O.  Box  454,  Attleboro,  _ 
MA  02703.  Representative:  Warren  A. 
Johnson,  Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(617)  222-1990.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(8)  with 
Springmeier  Shipping  Co.,  of  St.  Louis. 
MO,  Paragon  Contracting  Corp.,  and 
William  R.  Dunlap,  Inc.,  both  of 
Attleboro,  MA. 

MC  159626,  filed  December  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  ORANGE  BLOSSOM  LINES, 
INC.,  407  Rospaw  Way,  Placentia,  CA 
92670.  Representative:  C.  D,  Lewis  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (714)  993-5480. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  charter  or  special 
operations,  between  points  in  Los 
Angelas,  Orange,  and  Riverside 
Counties,  CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  AZ,  NV  and  Ut. 

MC  159666,  filed  December  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  MASHBURN  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  Highway  183  South,  Childress,  TX 
79201.  Representative:  James  R.  Boyd. 
1000  Perry  Brooks  Bldg.  Austin,  TX 
78701,  (512)  476-8086.  Transporting  (1) 
Mercer  commodities,  and  (2)  those 
commodities  which  because  of  their  size 
or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 


handling  or  equipment,  between  points 
in  TX. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36712  Filed  12-23-81:  8:45  amj 

BILUNG  CODE  703S-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Applications  may  be 
protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  the  transportation  service  or  to 
coniply  with  the  appropriate  statutes 
and  the  Commission  regulations.  A  copy 
of  any  application,  including  all 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
from  applicant’s  representative  upon 
request  and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fihiess,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions] 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  a  public 
need  for  the  proposed  operations  and 
that  it  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to  perform 
the  service  proposed,  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  This 
presumption  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
exist  where  the  application  is  opposed. 
Except  where  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days  . 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 


operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  the  publication 
an  applicant  may  file  a  verified 
statement  in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition,  ♦ 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  ^re  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract”. 

Please  direct  status  inquiries  to  the 
Ombudsman's  Office,  (202)  275-7326. 

Volume  No.  OPI-324 

Decided:  December  14, 1981. 

By  the  Commission  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker.  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

MC  154861  (Sub-4),  filed  December  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  CAROLINA  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  550,  Forest 
City,  NC  28043.  Representative:  Eric 
Meierhoefer,  Suite  1000, 1029  Vermont 
Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20005,  (202) 
347-9332.  (1)  transporting,  for  or  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States  Government, 
general  commodities  (except  used 
household  goods,  hazardous  or  secret 
materials,  and  sensitive  weapons  and 
munitions),  and  (2)  as  a  broker  of 
general  commodities  (except  household 
goods),  between  points  in  Ae  U.S. 

MC  159511,  filed  December  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  GEORGE  W.  SEIBERT,  d.b.a. 
GEORGE’S  TRANSPORT  SERVICE, 
10980  Almond  Ave.,'  Fontana,  CA  92335. 
Representative:  Lawrence  Marquette, 
P.O.  Box  629,  Carmel  Valley,  CA  93924, 
(408)  625-2031.  Transporting,  (1)  for  or 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
Government,  general  commodities 
(except  used  household  goods, 
hazardous  or  secret  materials,  and 
sensitive  weapons  and  munitions),  and 
(2)  food  and  other  edible  products  and 
byproducts  intended  for  human 
consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizer,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 
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MC  159530,  filed  December  3, 1981. 
Applicant  MASTER  MOVERS,  INC., 
2529  Drum  Creek  Road,  Chesapeake,  VA 
22321.  Representative:  Blair  P. 
Wakefield,  Suite  1001  First  and 
Merchants  National  Bank  Building. 
Norfolk,  VA  235ia  (804)  627-0070. 
Transprorting  used  household  goods  for 
the  account  of  the  United  States 
Government  incident  to  the  performance 
of  a  pack-and-crate  service  on  behalf  of 
the  Department  of  Defense,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-486 
Decided:  December  14, 1981. 

By  the  Commission.  Review  Board  No.  2. 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  159597,  filed  December  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  ROY  POWELL  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  407  Kirk  St.,  Lawrenceburg,  TN 
38464.  Representative:  D.  R.  Beeler,  P.O. 
Box  482,  Franklin,  TN  37064,  (615)  790- 
2510.  Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  and  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

Agatha  L.  Metgenovich, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Doc.  Bl-36711  FUed  12-23-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


(Vohime  No.  213] 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Restriction  Removals; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided:  December  16, 1981. 

The  following  restriction  removal 
applications,  filed  after  December  28, 
1980,  are  governed  by  49  CFR  1137.  Part 
1137  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86747. 

Persons  wishing  to  Tile  a  comment  to 
an  application  must  follow  the  rules 
under  49  CFR  1137.12.  A  copy  of  any 
application  can  be  obtained  from  any 
applicant  upon  request  and  payment  to 
applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  )o  the  restriction 
removal  applications  are  not  allowed. 

Some  of  the  applications  may  have 
been  modified  prior  to  publication  to 
conform  to  the  special  provisions 
applicable  to  restriction  removal. 

Findings 

We  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
requested  removal  of  restrictions  or 
broadening  of  unduly  narrow  authority 
is  consistent  with  49  U.S.C.  10922(h]. 


In  the  absence  of  comments  Rled 
within  25  days  of  publication  of  this 
decision-notice,  appropriate  reformed 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant  Prior  to  begirming  operations 
under  the  newly  issued  authority, 
compliance  must  be  made  with  the 
normal  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements  for  comment  and  contract 
carriers. 

By  the  Commission,  Restriction  Removal 
Board,  Members  Spom,  Ewing,  and  Shaffer. 
Agatha  L.  Meigenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC  35358  (Sub-61)X.  filed  March  23, 
1981  previously  noticed  in  Federal 
Register  of  April  20, 1981,  republished  as 
follows:  Applicant  BERGER  TRANSFER 
&  STORAGE,  INC.,  3720  Macalaster 
Drive  N.E.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55421. 
Representative:  Andrew  R.  Clark,  1600 
TCT  Tower,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402. 

Part  (b)  Sul>No.  14:  Lake,  DuPage,  Cook. 
Will,  IL  and  Lake  and  Porter,  IN  for 
Chicago,  IL;  in  Sub-No.  15  Hennepin, 
Anoka.  Ramsey,  Carver,  Scott,  Dakota, 
and  Washington,  MN  and  St.  Croix  and 
Pierce,  WI;  in  Sub-No.  43,  Bergen,  and 
Hudson,  NJ,  for  Secaucus,  NJ,  The 
purpose  of  republication  is  to  correct  a 
territorial  omission. 

MC  67646  (Sub-106)X,  filed  November 
16. 1981.  Applicant  HALL’S  MOTOR 
TRANSIT  COMPANY.  6060  Carlisle 
Pike.  Mechanicsburg,  PA  17055. 
Representative:  Edward  W.  Kelliher 
(same  address  as  applicant).  No.  MC- 
43421  and  Sub-Nos.  25.  28.  30,  31.  32,  33. 
34,  35.  37.  38,  39.  41,  42,  43,  44.  45,  46.  47, 
48.  51.  53.  55,  56,  59F.  6lF,  62F.  63  and 
67F  certificates,  acquired  in  MC-F- 
14490F,  (1)  change  the  general 
commodity  descriptions,  specifying 
exceptions  of  numerous  combinations  of 
commodities,  as  indicated:  (a)  to  “except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods,  and  commodities  in  bulk,”  (b)  to 
“except  household  goods,  and 
commodities  in  bulk,”  (c)  to  “except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  and 
commodities  in  bulk,”  and  (d)  to  “except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  and 
household  goods;  (2)  expand  other 
commodities,  as  follows:  to  (a)  lead 
certificate,  and  “farm  products,  and  food 
and  related  products"  from  agricultural 
commodities  and  creamery  products;  (b) 
Sub-No.  34.  “metal  products,  except 
commodities  in  bulk,”  from  iron  and 
steel  articles,  except  in  bulk,  and  oilfield 
and  pipeline  commodities;  (c)  (Sub-No. 
37,  “machinery,”  from  washing 
machines,  ironers,  vacuum  cleaners,  and 
parts:  “pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,"  from  paper  boxes:  “food  and 
related  products,"  from  groceries:  “pulp, 
paper  and  related  products,  and  such 
commodities  as  are  used  or  dealt  in  by 


schools,”  from  paper,  paper  products, 
and  school  supplies:  “lumber  and  wood 
products,  rubber  and  plastic  products, 
metal  products,  and  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,"  from  toilet  seats,  and 
paper  and  paper  products:  "chemicals 
and  related  products,”  from  chemicals; 
“textile  mill  products,  and  farm 
products,"  from  wool;  “textile  mill 
products,”  from  cotton  tire  fabric:  “metal 
products,"  from  nails:  “rubber  and 
plastic  products,"  from  rubber  matting: 
and  “textile  mill  products,"  from  rayon 
and  rayon  fiber,  rejected  shipments  of 
rayon,  empty  cases,  fillers  or  cartons, 
cones,  and  spools;  and  (d)  Sub-No.  59, 
“machinery,  lumber  and  wood  products, 
and  metal  products,"  from  wheels  or 
wheel  blanks,  including  bogies  or  idlers 
for  army  tanks  and  pallets,  platforms 
and  racks;  (3)  authorize  service  at  all 
intermediate  points  along  authorized 
regular  routes  between  named  points; 

(4)  broaden  territorial  descriptions  in  the 
irregular-route  authorities  from  one-way 
to  radial  authority,  and  to  two-way  in 
the  regular-route  authorities;  (5)  broaden 
irregular-route  points  and  plantsites  to 
countywide,  as  follows:  (a)  lead 
certificate.  Cook,  DuPage,  Kane,  Lake. 
McHenry  and  Will  Counties,  IL  and 
Lake  and  Porter  Counties,  IN  (Chicago, 
IL  commercial  zone):  St.  Louis.  MO,  and 
Jefferson,  St.  Charles  and  St.  Louis 
Counties,  MO  and  Madison.  Monroe  and 
St.  Clair  Counties,  IL  (St  Louis,  MO-East 
St.  Louis,  IL  commercial  zone);  (b)  Sub- 
No.  25,  Anoka,  Carver,  Dakota, 
Hennepin.  Ramsey,  Scott  and 
Washington  Counties,  MN  and  Pierce 
and  St.  Croix  Counties,  WI 
(Minneapolis,  St  Paul,  South  St.  Paul, 
and  Newport  MN);  (c)  Sub-No.  37, 

Essex,  Middlesex,  Norfolk  and  Suffolk 
Counties,  MA  (Boston.  MA  and  points  in 
MA  within  10  miles  thereof);  Worcester 
County,  MA  (Worcester):  Hampden  and 
Hampshire  Counties,  MA  (Springfield, 
MA  and  points  in  MA  within  10  miles 
thereof):  Hartford  County,  CT 
(Hartford);  Fairfield 
and  New  Haven  Counties,  CT 
(Bridgeport):  Hampden  and  Hampshire 
Counties,  MA  (Holyoke):  Lake  and 
Geauga  Counties,  OH  (^inesville); 
Providence  County,  RI  (Woonsocket): 
Middlesex  County,  MA  (Hudson): 
Cuyahoga,  Medina,  Lake,  Lorain, 

Portage  and  Summit  Counties,  OH 
(Cleveland  and  Ravenna):  Bristol 
County,  MA  (Norton):  Plymouth  and 
Bristol  Counties,  MA  and  Newport 
County,  RI  (New  Bedford  and  Fall 
River):  Summit.  Medina,  Portage,  Stark 
and  Wayne  Counties.  OH  (Akron): 
Beaver  County,  PA  (New  lighten); 
Columbiana  and  Mahoning  Counties. 
OH  (Salem);  Cook.  DuPage,  Kane,  Lake, 
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McHenry  and  Will  Counties,  IL  and 
Lake  and  Porter  Counties,  IN  (Chicago, 
IL):  Worcester  County,  MA 
(Northbridge):  and  Kent  and  Providence 
Counties,  RI  (Pawtucket,  Darlington,  and 
West  Warwick);  (d)  Sub-No.  42 
(irregular  route  portion)  Suffolk, 
Middlesex  and  Essex  Counties,  MA 
(points  on  US  Hwy  1  between  Boston 
and  Danvers,  MA,  and  points  on  MA 
Hwy  lA  between  Boston,  and  Beverly, 
MA):  (e)  Sub-No.  59,  Adams  County,  IL 
(facilities  at  Quincy),  and  Hamilton 
County,  IN  (facilities  at  Noblesville);  (f) 
Sub-No.  62,  Marion  County,  LA  (facilities 
at  Pella),  Jefferson,  Bullitt  and  Oldham 
Counties,  KY  and  Harrison,  Floyd  and 
Clark  Counties,  IN  (Louisville),  Marion, 
Boone,  Hamilton,  Hancock,  Shelby, 
Johnson,  Morgan  and  Hendricks 
Counties,  IN  (Indianapolis),  Allen 
Coimty,  IN  (Ft.  Wayne),  Clermont, 
Hamilton,  Butler  and  Warren  Counties, 
OH  and  Boone,  Kepton,  and  Campbell 
Counties,  KY  (Cincinnati),  Lorain, 
Cuyahoga,  Medina,  Summit,  Lake  and 
Portage  Counties,  OH  (Cleveland), 
Greene  and  Montgomery  Counties,  OH 
(Kettering),  and  Lucas,  Wood  and 
Ottawa  Coimties,  OH  (Toledo);  (6) 
broaden  off-route  points  to  count)^de: 

(a)  lead  certifcatc,  Scott  and  Muscatine 

Counties,  IL  and  Rock  Island  and  Henry 
Counties,  IL  (Davenport,  LA-Rock  Island 
and  Moline,  IL  commercial  zone):  St. 
Louis  County,  MO  (plantsite  near 
Robertson):  McDonough  and  Fulton 
Counties,  IL  (Adair):  Henry  County,  IL 
(Bishop  Hill,  and  Osco):  Knox  Coimty,  IL 
(Dahinda,  WilliamsHeld,  and  East 
Galesburg):  Peoria  County,  EL 
(Edlestein):  Stark  County,  IL  (Elmira  and 
Lafayette):  Henderson  County,  IL 
(Gladstone):  Adams  County,  IL  (La 
Praire):  Tazewell  and  Woodford  ' 

Counties,  IL  (Peoria  Heights):  Hamilton 
County,  OH  (site  near  Femald):  Cook, 
DuPage,  Kane,  Lake,  McHenry  and  Will 
Counties,  IL  and  Lake  and  Porter 
Counties,  IN  (Chicago,  IL  commercial 
zone),  Marion  County,  IN  (those  within  5 
miles  of  Indianapolis):  Porter  and 
Jackson  Counties,  IN  (Porter  and 
Fleming),  Montgomery,  Greene,  Miami 
and  Clark  Counties,  OH  (points  within 
10  miles  of  Dayton),  Fraiddin  County, 
OH  (points  within  10  miles  of 
Columbus),  and  Hamilton,  Butler, 
Warren  and  Clermont  Counties,  OH  and 
Boone,  Campbell  and  Kenton  Counties, 
KY  (Cincinnati,  OH  commercial  zone): 

(b)  Sub-No.  25,  Jo  Daviess  County,  IL 
(Hanover),  Dubuque  County,  lA 
(Dubuque  and  Peru  Townships),  Cook 
County,  IL  (Chicago  Heights):  Crawford, 
Grant,  Richland  and  Iowa  Counties,  WI 
and  Allamakee  and  Clayton  Counties, 
LA  (Prairie  du  Chien,  Muscoda,  and  Blue 


River,  WI):  Grant  County,  WI  (Mt.  Ida 
and  Mt.  Hope):  Iowa,  Grant  and 
Lafayette  Counties,  WI  (Rewey):  Iowa 
and  Grant  Coimties,  WI  (Dodgeville  and 
Stitzer):  Grant  County,  WI  (British 
Hollow,  Tennyson,  Burton  and 
Rockville):  (c)  Sub-No.  26,  Dakota 
County,  (plantsite  located  approx.  1 
mile  north  of  the  junction  of  MN  Hwys 
55  and  49);  (d)  Sub-No.  31,  Cook, 

DuPage,  Kane,  Lake,  McHenry  and  Will 
Coimties,  IL  and  Lake  and  Porter 
Counties,  IN  (Chicago,  EL  commercial 
zone),  Milwaukee,  Ozaukee  and 
Waukesha  Counties,  WI  (Cudahy,  Fox 
Point,  Greendale,  West  Milwaukee, 
Shorewood,  Wauwatosa,  West  Allis, 
and  Whitefish  Bay);  (e)  Sub-No.  32, 
Dakota  County,  MN  (site  in  Eagan 
township);  (f)  Sub-No.  33,  St.  Louis 
County,  MO  (plantsite  in  Bridegeton);  (g) 
Sub-No.  34,  F^tnam  County,  IL  (plantsite 
in  Putnam  Coimty):  (h)  Sub-No.  37, 
Summit  County,  OH  (plantsite  near 
Darrowville),  and  Cook,  DuPage,  Kane, 
Lake,  McHenry  and  Will  Counties,  IL 
and  Lake  and  Porter  Counties,  IN 
(Chicago,  IL  commercial  zone);  (i)  Sub- 
No.  38,  Medina  County.  OH  (plantsite  in 
Brunswick  Hills  Township):  (j)  Sub-No. 
39,  Jefferson  County,  KY  (plantsite  near 
Louisville);  (k)  Sub-No.  43,  Jefferson 
County,  MO  (plantsite  at  Arnold);  (I) 
Sub-No.  45,  ^ott  County,  LA  (plantsite 
near  Walcott);  (m)  Sub-No.  46,  Macomb 
County,  MI  (plantsite  at  Romeo);  (n) 
Sub-No.  47.  Dakota,  Heimepin  and  Scott 
Counties,  MN  (facilities  at  Burnsville); 

(o)  Sub-No.  53,  Heimepin  County,  MN 
(facilities  near  Maple  Grove);  (p)  Sub- 
No.  55,  Huntington  County,  IN  (facilities 
near  Huntington);  (q)  Sub-No.  61,  Lee 
and  Muscatine  Counties,  LA  (Fort 
Madison  and  Muscatine);  (r)  Sub-No.  67, 
Macoupin,  Madison,  St.  Clair  and 
Monroe  Counties,  IL  and  St.  Charles  and 
St.  Louis  Counties,  MO  (East  St.  Louis 
and  Alton,  IL):  Ottawa  County,  OK  and 
Cherokee  County,  KS  (Picher,  OK), 
Washington  and  Osage  Counties,  OK 
(Bartlesville),  Oklahoma  and  Cleveland 
Counties,  OK  (Midwest  City,  and  Tinker 
A.F.B.):  Kttsburg  County,  OK  (Krebs, 
Alderson,  Bache,  Dow,  Haileyville,  and 
Hartshome):  Kay  and  Osage  Counties, 
OK  (Ponca  City,  Pawhuska,  and 
Tallant):  Pittsburg  and 
Comanche  Counties,  OK  (McAlester  and 
Fort  Sill):  Jackson  and  Cass  Counties, 
MO  and  Jackson  County,  KS 
(Grandview,  MO),  Crawford,  Neosho 
and  Cherokee  Counties,  KS  (Capaldo, 
Walnut,  West  Mineral,  Carona,  Radley, 
and  Chicopes),  Craig  and  Ottawa 
Counties,  OK  and  Cherokee  County,  KS 
(Welch  and  Hockerville,  OK),  Jackson, 
Clay  and  Platte  Counties,  MO  and 
Wyandotte  County,  KS  (points  within  10 


miles  of  Kansas  City,  MO):  Jasper  and 
Newton  Counties,  MO  (points  within  5 
miles  of  Joplin),  Lafayette,  Ray,  Saline, 
Johnson  and  Carroll  Counties,  MO;  and 
(Mayview,  Lexington,  Mt.  Leonard,  and 
points  within  10  miles  of  Higginsville): 
Johnson,  Saline,  Lafayette  and  Pettis 
Counties,  MO  (Warrensburg  and  Emma, 
MO):  Tulsa,  Wagoner,  Osage,  Rogers 
and  Creek  Counties,  OK  (Tulsa,  OK 
commercial  zone):  Dallas,  Ellis,  Johnson, 
Tarrant,  Denton,  Collin,  Rockwall  and 
Kaufman  Counties,  TX  (Dallas,  TX 
commercial  zone):  Oklahoma,  Cleveland 
and  Canadian  Counties,  OK  (Oklahoma 
City,  OK  commercial  zone):  Muskogee 
County,  OK  (Braggs  and  Camp  Gruber, 
OK):  Dakota  County,  MN  (terminal  site 
in  Egan  Township):  Polk,  Warren, 
Madison  and  Dallas  Counties,  LA  (points 
within  12  miles  of  the  central  post  office, 
Des  Moines,  LA):  Johnson  County,  KS 
(Stanley  and  Morse):  Clarke,  Decatur, 
Story  and  Marshall  Counties,  LA 
(Indianola,  Osceola,  Leon,  Lamoni, 
Nevada,  Colo,  and  State  Center); 
Liarrison  and  Buchanan  Counties,  MO 
(Bethany  and  St.  Joseph):  Wyandotte, 
Leavenworth  and  Johnson  Counties,  KS 
and  Jackson,  Cass,  Clay  and  Platte 
Counties,  MO  (Kansas  City,  KS/MO 
coBunerdal  zone):  Hardin,  Frarddia, 
Cerro  Gordo,  Black  Hawk,  Story, 
Marshall,  Grundy,  Floyd,  Bremer, 
Mitchell,  Benton,  Tama,  Linn,  Johnsoa 
and  Benton  Counties,  lA  (Iowa  Falls, 
Hampton,  Mason  City,  Eldora, 

Waterloo,  Nevada,  Colo,  State  Center, 
Cedar  Falls,  Grundy  Center,  Ackley, 
Charles  City,  Waverly,  Wellsburg, 

Osage,  Belle  Plaine,  Gladbrook,  Chelsea, 
and  Cedar  Rapids):  and  Freeborn, 
Mower,  Steele,  Anoka,  Hennepin, 
Dakota,  Ramsey,  Washington,  Scott  and 
Carver  Counties,  MN  (Albert  Lea, 

Austin,  Owatoima,  and  Minneapolis). 
Applicant  also  seeks  to  remove  other 
restrictions  involving:  (a)  limiting 
service  at  named  intermediate  points  to 
pickup  and  delivery  only;  (b) 
interchange,  interline  or  joinder  of 
described  regular  routes  for  purposes  of 
performing  through  service;  (c)  service 
limited  to  that  originating  at  and/or 
destined  to  named  points;  (d)  prohibiting 
shipments  which  are  moving  on  Govt, 
bills  of  lading;  and  (e)  various 
directional  restrictions. 

MC  97397  (Sub-15)X,  filed  November 
24, 1981.  Applicant:  BARKLEY  TRUCK 
LINES.  INC.,  604  Fourth  St.,  P.O.  Box 
970,  Watertown.  SD  57201. 
Representative:  Val  M.  Higgins,  1600 
TCF  Tower.  121  South  8th  St., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Sub-Nos.  3, 11, 
12,  and  14F  certificates,  and  No.  MC- 
128530  permits:  (1)  remove  all 
restrictions  in  the  general  commodities 
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descriptions  “except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods,  and 
commodities  in  bulk”  (Sub-Nos.  3  and 
12);  (2)  broaden  to:  (a)  “food  and  related 
products”  from  meats,  meat  products 
and  byproducts,  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses,  (except  hides], 
and  foodstufrs  in  mixed  loads  (Sub-No. 
11).  and  from  meat  and  meat  products 
(Sub-No.  12);  (b)  “food  and  related 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouse,”  from  foodstufrs, 
except  commodities  in  bulk,  and  meats, 
meat  products  eind  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  except  foodstuffs,  hides, 
and  commodities  in  bulk  (Sub-No.  14); 

(3)  authorize  service  at  all  intermediate 
points  (Sub-Nos.  3  and  12);  (4)  broaden 
off-route  points  to  countrywide:  Sub-No. 
3,  Hamlin  and  Clark  Counties,  SD 
(Grover,  Hazel,  Naples,  Vienna,  and 
Willow  Lake);  Sub-No.  12,  Codington, 
Clark  and  Day  Counties,  SD  (Wallace, 
Bradley,  Crocker,  Lily,  and  Butler), 
Hamlin  and  Kingsbury  Counties,  SD 
(Thomas,  Hayti,  Lake  Norden,  Badger, 
and  Erwin),  .Codington  and  Deuel 
Counties,  SD  (Kranzburg,  Goodwin, 
Bemis,  Altamont,  Clear  Lake,  Brandt. 
Moritz,  Tuner-Ville,  And  Gary):  Hamlin. 
Deuel  and  Brookings  Counties.  SD 
Oohnsonville,  Estelline,  Stone  Bridge, 
Dempster,  and  Castlewood):  and 
Codington  and  Clark  Coimties,  SD 
(Kampeska,  Henry,  Elrod,  and  Garden 
City):  (5)  broaden  irregular-route 
territorial  descriptions  from  one-way  to 
radial  authority,  and  the  named  points 
to  countrywide:  Sub-No,  11,  Beadle 
County,  SD  (Huron);  Sub-No.  12, 
Woodbury  and  Plymouth  Counties,  lA 
and  Union  County,  SD  (Sioux  City,  lA). 
Cass  County,  ND  and  Clay  County,  MN 
(Fargo.  ND);  and  Sub-Nos.  12  and  14, 
Codington  County,  SD  (Watertowm);  and 
(6)  in  the  lead  permit,  (a)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  to  “farm 
products  and  food  and  related 
products,”  from  seeds,  flour,  animal  and 
poultry  feed;  (b)  remove  the  restriction 
limiting  transportation  of  traffic  to  that 
originating  at  a  specified  point;  and  (c) 
broaden  the  territorial  description  to 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  the  named 
shipper, 

MC  121654  (Sub-45)X.  filed  December 

4. 1981.  Applicant:  COASTAL 
TRANSPORT  &  TRADING  CO.,  P.O. 

Box  7438,  Savannah,  GA  31408. 
Representative:  Alan  E.  Serby,  3390 
Peachtree  Road,  NE.,  5th  Floor,  Lenox 
Towers  South.  Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Subs 
41F.  39F,  37F.  17F.  33F.  6.  Sub-4lF: 
remove  special  equipment  restriction  in 
general  commodities  authority;  Sub  39F; 
broaden  air  pollution  equipment  (except 


that  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
requires  the  use  of  special  equipment)  to 
“machinery  and  machinery  parts”: 

Duvall  County,  FL  for  Jacksonville,  FL 
and  Kem  County,  CA  for  Bakersfield. 

CA;  Sub  37F:  same  commodity 
broadening  as  Sub  39;  replace  College 
Park,  GA  facilities  with  Fulton  County, 
GA;  Sub-17F:  remove  facilities  limitation 
at  Charleston,  SC;  Sub  33F:  remove  size/ 
weight  requiring  special  equipment 
restriction;  Sub^  broaden  plywood 
panelling  and  composition  board  to 
“building  materials”;  remove  facilities 
limitation  at  Charleston  and 
Orangeburg,  SC;  broaden  Subs  6, 17,  37 
and  39  to  radial  authority. 

MC  134134  (Sub-lOO)X,  filed 
September  9. 1981,  and  previously 
noticed  in  the  Federal  Register 
September  25, 1981,  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
MAINLINER  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.. 
4202  Dahlman  Avenue,  Omaha,  NE 
68107.  Representative:  James  F.  Crosby 
7363  Pacific  Street,  Suite  210B,  Omaha. 
NE  68114.  Applicant  seeks  to  replace 
named  points  with  counties:  Kansas 
City,  MO,  with  Jackson,  Lafayette,  Cass, 
Ray,  Clay.  Clinton  and  Platte  Counties, 
MO  and  Wyandotte,  Johnson,  and 
Leavenworth  Counties,  KS  in  Sub-Nos. 
52F  and  90F;  Cincinnati,  OH  with 
Hamilton,  Butler,  Warren,  and  Clermont 
Counties,  OH;  Dearborn  County,  IN;  and 
Boone,  Kenton,  and  Campbell  Counties, 
KY  in  Sub-No.  71F.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  notice  the  expansion 
of  the  above  cited  city-wide  points. 

MC  135684  (Sub-170)X,  filed  December 

15. 1981.  Applicant:  BASS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  391,  Flemington,  NJ  08822. 
Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  818 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington. 
DC  20006.  Subs  89F,  94F,  and  102F:  (1) 
remove  except  commodities  in  bulk 
restriction.  Subs  89F  and  102F.  and  in 
containers  restriction.  Sub  94F,  (2) 
remove  originating  at /destined  to 
restrictions  and  authorize  radial  service 
between  named  facilities  in  the  U.S., 
and,  points  in  the  U.S.  (exept  AK  and 
HI)  in  all  Subs. 

MC  145223  (Sub-2)X,  filed  November 

20. 1981,  Applicant:  COLE  FREIGHT 
COMPANY,  12805  Seneca  Road,  Palos 
Heights.  IL  60463.  Representative:  James 
C.  Hardman,  33  N.  LaSalle  Street. 
Chicago,  IL  60602.  Lead  and  Sub  1  (1) 
broaden  to  radial  authority,  (2)  delete 
restrictions  limiting  service  to  shipments 
moving  from,  to,  or  between  facilities  of 
certain  classes  of  consignors  or 
consignees;  (3)  in  the  lead  and  Sub  1, 
broaden  Columbus,  Canton,  Mansfield, 
Hamilton,  Steubenville,  Elyria. 
Cleveland,  Akron.  Kent,  Medina, 


Zanesville,  and  Ashtabula,  OH  to 
Franklin,  Stark.  Buchland.  Butler, 
Jefferson,  Lorain,  Cuyahoga,  Summit 
Portage,  Medina,  Muskingam,  and 
Ashtabula  Counties;  Charleston  and 
Huntington,  WV  to  Kanawha  and  Cabell 
Counties;  Lancaster,  Ambler  and 
Marcus  Hook,  PA  to  Lancaster, 
Montgomery  and  Delaware  Counties; 
Kearney  and  Paulsboro.  NJ  to  Essex  and 
Gloucester  Counties;  East  Walpole, 
Lawrence,  Watertown  and  Canton,  MA 
to  Norfolk,  Essex  and  Middlesex 
Counties;  Albany,  Port  Chester. 

Syracuse,  Buffalo,  Niagara  Falls  and 
Troy,  NY  to  Albany.  Westchester. 
Onandaga,  Erie,  Niagara  and 
Renesselaer  Counties;  East  Berlin, 
Hartford,  and  Greenwich,  CT  to 
Hartford  and  Fairfield  Cmmties; 
Clarksville,  TN  to  Montgomery  County: 
West  Helena,  AR  to  Phillips  County  St. 
Louis  and  West  Springfield,  MO  to  St. 
Louis  and  Hampden  Counties,  MO  and 
St.  Louis,  MO;  and  Chicago  Heights,  DL 
to  Cook  County  (4)  broaden  in  the  lead 
(a)  books  to  “printed  matter  and  pulp, 
paper  or  related  products",  (b)  in  the 
lead  agricultural  commodities  and 
prepa^  foods  to  “farm  products  and 
food  and  related  products”,  (c)  in  the 
lead  canned  and  preserved  foodstuffs  to 
“food  and  related  products”,  (d)  in  the- 
lead  linoleum,  cork  felt  base  floor 
covering  or  tiling,  asphalt,  composition 
tiling,  and  from  floor  covering,  linoleum, 
steel  rollers,  wallboard.  and  pulpboard 
to  “building  materials”  (e)  in  the  lead 
prepared  food  products  to  “food  and 
related  products”,  (f)  in  Sub  1  conduit 
and  pipe  (other  than  iron  and  steel), 
attachments,  parts  and  fittings  therefor 
to  “building  materials”  (g)  in  Sub  1 
rubber  products  to  “rubb«  and  plastic 
products”;  (h)  in  Sub  1  alumimun  sidings 
to  “metal  products”;  (i)  in  Sub  1  battery 
boxes  and  battery  box  parts  to  “lumber 
and  wood  products,  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  coal  and  coal  products, 
petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products,  rubber  and  plastic  products, 
and  metal  products”;  (5)  replace  facility 
at  Portage  County,  OH,  wifli  Portage 
County  in  Sub  1;  and  facilities  at  Allen 
County,  IN  with  Allen  County  in  Sub  1; 
and  (7)  remove  facility  limitation  at 
Medina,  OH  and  West  Springfield,  MO, 
in  Sub  1;  and  (8)  remove  in  bulk  and 
motor  vehicle  limitations  in  Sub-No.  1, 
Sheet  No.  6. 

MC  146322  (Sub-l)X,  filed  December 

14, 1981.  Applicant  METRO  LIQUID 
CARRIERS.  LTD.,  4545  BouL  Lavoie. 

Parc  IndustrieL  SL  Vincent-de-Paul, 
Laval,  Quebec  H7C  lAl.  Representative: 
Edward  L.  Nehez,  P.O.  Box  Y.  7  Becker 
Farm  Road,  Roseland,  N]  07068.  Lead: 
Broaden:  liquid  asphalt,  in  tank  vehicles. 
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to  “petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products,  and  ores  and  minerals’’  and 
authorize  radial  service. 

MC 149306  (Sub-17)X,  filed  December 

11. 1981.  Applicant:  VICTORY 
FREIGHTWAY  SYSTEM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
P,  Sellersburg.  IN  47172.  Representative: 
William  P.  Jackson.  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1240, 
Arlington,  VA  22210.  Sub  8F  certificate: 
Broaden  to  county-wide  authority. 
Hamilton  County,  OH  (Cheviot, 
Bridgetown,  and  Miamitown). 

MC  149563  (Sub-13)X,  filed  December 

3. 1981.  Applicant:  SUPER  TRUCKERS, 
INC.,  3900  Commerce  Avenue,  Post 
Office  Box  111,  Fairfield,  AL  35064. 
Representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr„ 
3426  N.  Washington  Boulevard,  Post 
Office  Box  1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210. 
MC-148822,  Sub-Nos.  2,  3,  5,  7,  9,  and  10 
permits,  and  MC-149563,  Sub  Nos.  1,  2 
and  3  certificates:  (1)  broaden  to 
"construction  materials,”  from  vinyl 
coated  pressboard,  plywood  and 
gypsum  board,  in  MC-148822.  Sub  No.  2; 
to  “furniture  and  fixtures,”  from  office 
iurniture  and  parts  and  accessories  for 
office  furniture,  in  MC-148822,  Sub  No, 

3;  to  “metal  products,”  from  metal 
articles,  in  MC-148822,  Sub  No.  5;  to 
“clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone  products 
and  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  installation  thereof’  from 
flat  glass  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  of  flat 
glass  in  MC-148822  Sub-No.  7;  to  “metal 
products,  machinery  and  rubber  and 
plastic  products,”  from  (1)  primary  metal 
products,  (2)  fabricated  metal  products, 
(3)  machinery,  (4)  plastic  pipe  and 
plastic  fittings,  in  MC-148822,  Sub  No.  9; 
and  to  “pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,”  from  paper  and  paper 
articles,  and  to  “metal  products,  lumber 
and  wood  products,  and  construction 
materials,”  from  prefabricated  buildings, 
knocked  down,  and  iron  and  steel 
articles,  and  commodities  used  in  the 
installation  of  prefabricated  buildings, 
and  iron  and  steel  articles,  in  MC- 
148822,  Sub  No.  10;  (2)  broaden  the 
territorial  description  to  “between 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI)”  in  MC-148822,  Sub  Nos.  2  and 
10;  (3)  broaden  to  the  following  named 
counties  or  parishes  from  the  points 
indicated:  (Note — changes  referred  to  in 
the  following  section  all  affect  Sub-Nos. 
which  are  shown  in  parentheses  to 
Docket  No.  MC-149563)  AL:  (South 
Calera-3),  Shelby  County  (Shelby, 

Shelby  Springs,  and  South  Calera-3);  LA: 
Avoyelles  Parish  (Big  Bend, 
Bordelonville,  Bunkie,  Cottonport, 
Evergreen,  Hamburg,  Lettsworth, 
Longbridge,  Mansura,  Marksville, 
Moreauville,  Plaucheville,  and 
Simmesport-1),  Pointe  Coupee  Parish 


(DuPont,  Legonier,  Lettsworth, 
Simmesport,  and  Torres-1),  and  Rapides 
Parish  (Bunkie);  MS;  Coahoma  County 
(Tutwiler-1),  Humphreys  County 
(Bellwood,  Bekoni,  Caile,  Castleman, 
and  IsoIa-1),  Leflore  County  (Xdinter 
City,  Ryall  Chapel,  and  Somerville-1], 
Marion  County  (Kokomo-1),  Pike  County 
(Barto,  Bear  Town,  Conerly,  Femwood, 
Holmesville,  and  McComb-1],  Quitman 
County  (Vance-1),  Sxmflower  County 
(Baird,  Blaine,  Caile,  Cottondale, 
Doddsville,  Drew,  Dwyer,  Eastland, 
Fitzhugh,  Goldfield,  Indianola, 

Inverness,  Isola,  Jaquith,  Markham, 
Milroy,  Minot,  Parchman,  Pentecost, 
Rome,  Ruleville,  Sunflower,  and 
Whitney-1),  Tallahatchie  Coimty 
(Somerville,  Tutwiler,  and  Vance-1),  and 
Walthall  County  (Davo,  Dillon,  Knoxo, 
Lehr,  Lexie,  Mesa,  Rushing,  and 
Tylertown-l);  Ohio:  Hamilton  County 
(Cheviot  and  Miamitown-2);  'TX:  Hidalgo 
County  (Hidalgo,  Los  Ebanos,  and 
Sullivan  City-1),  and  Starr  County 
(Garciaville,  Grulla,  Rio  Grande  City, 
and  Spaulding-1). 

p'R  Doc.  81-36710  Filed  12-Z3-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Ex  Parte  No.  290  (Sub-2)] 

Railroad  Cost  Recovery  Procedures; 
Approval  of  Railroad  Cost  Index 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  approval  of  railroad 
cost  index. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  has  decided 
to  approve  the  cost  of  index  filed  by  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads 
under  the  procedures  of  Ex  Parte  No.  290 
(Sub-No.  2),  Railroad  Cost  Recovery 
Procedures.  The  application  of  the  index 
provides  a  maximum  increase  of  4.7 
percent  above  the  level  prescribed  in 
our  decision  served  September  28, 1981 
[46  FR  48339,  October  1, 1981] 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  24, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Jane  Mackall  (202)  275-7656 
or 

Raymond  Hobbs  (202)  275-7457 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By 
decision  served  April  17, 1981  (46  FR 
22594,  April  20, 1981),  we  outlined  the 
procedures  for  calculation  of  the  Interim 
Mid-Quarter  Index  of  railroad  costs  and 
the  methodology  for  computing  the  Rail 
Cost  Adjustment  Factor.  We  also 
decided  to  require  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads  (AAR),  no  later 
than  20  days  before  the  end  of  each 
quarter,  to  calculate  and  submit  to  the 
Commission  the  mid-quarter  index. 


We  have  received  AAR’s  calculations 
of  the  mid-quarter  index  and  have  found 
that  these  calculations  comply  with  the 
guidelines  outlined  in  our  dedsion 
served  April  17, 1981. 

We  note  that  in  addition  to  using  the 
nore  current  1980  weighting  factcffs  in 
ban  of  the  1979  weighting  factCMV,  AAR 
has  updated  the  base  period  from  1979 
to  1960.  Although  this  adjustment  is  not 
necessary  nor  required  by  the  April  17, 
1981  guidelines,  it  does  not  result  in  any 
inaccuracies  in  ARR’s  calculations.  ’The 
adjustment  is,  therefore,  accepted. 

The  indices  derived  from  ARR’s 
calculations,  verified  by  this 
Commission,  are  shown  in  the  table 
below. 


Interim  Mid-Quarter  Index 

[1980=100] 


Category 

10/1/ 

1980 

Q4. 

1981 

01. 

1982 

Salaries,  wages  &  supple¬ 
ments  . 

102.7 

117.3 

128.0 

Fuel . 

102.2 

118.0 

119.2 

Materials  and  supplies..- . 

103.2 

111i 

111.5 

Other  expenses . 

102.8 

112.8 

113.9. 

Weighted  average ' . 

102.7 

-  115.4 

120.9 

■  Based  on  the  following  1980  wei^ts:  Salaries,  wages  & 
srjpplements,  47.2  percent:  Fuel,  12.3  percent;  Materials  and 
supplies,  12.2  perc^  Other  Expenses,  28.3  percent 


The  resulting  Rail  Cost  Adjustment 
Factor  for  the  first  quarter,  1982  is  1.047 
(120.9-^115.4). 

In  computing  the  first  quarter  index, 
allowance  has  been  made  for  labor 
increases  accuring  to  the  period  from 
April  1, 1981  to  the  present  which  was 
not  forecast  in  previous  indices. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  in  our 
September  28, 1981  decision,  the  carriers 
may  not  apply  this  increase  to 
recyclable  commodities,  other  than 
scrap  iron  or  steel.  While  the  rate 
reductions  required  by  Ex  Parte  No.  394, 
Cost  Ratio  for  Recyclables — 1980 
Determination,  364 1.C.C.  425  (1980),  are 
required  by  December  26, 1981  we 
remain  under  an  affirmative  obligation 
to  ensure  that  rates  on  these 
commodities  do  not  exceed  the 
maximum  permissible  level.  Without 
more  specific  cost  evidence,  we  cannot 
make  such  a  finding.  ^ 

In  our  September  28, 1981  decision,  we 
also  indicated  that  we  would  begin  a 
proceeding  under  the  Ex  Parte  No.  290 
docket  to  address  the  use  of  the  cost 
recovery  index  to  recyclables  and  their 
need  for  special  treatment  given  Section 
204  of  the  Staggers  Act.  We  have 
decided  to  postpone  that  proceeding 

’After  December  26, 1981,  carriers  are  free 
separately  to  propose  (through  nomal  tariff  Tiling 
procedures)  rate  increases  on  recyclables  subiect  to 
Ex  Parte  No.  394,  supra,  subfect  to  the  condition  that 
they  prove  compliance  with  the  146  percent  cap. 
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until  the  reopened  Ex  Parte  No.  319, 
Investigation  of  Freight  Rates  for  the 
Transportation  of  Recyclable  or 
Recycled  Commodities,  served  April  13, 
1981  is  decided.  In  that  proceeding,  we 
are  considering,  among  other  things,  the 
propriety  and  level  of  a  maximum  rate 
ceiling  for  scrap  iron  and  steel.  It  would 
be  unproductive  to  begin  the  Ex  Parte 
No.  290-related  rulemaking  until  it  is 
decided  whether  ferrous  scrap  will  be 
included. 

This  decision  will  not  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  conservation  of  energy 
resources.  Although  this  proceeding  is 
not  subject  to  Public  Law  96-354,  it  is 
our  opinion  that  it  will  not  have  a 
significant  adverse  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

(49  U.S.C.  10321, 107010,  5  U.S.C.  553) 

Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Taylor. 
Vice-Chairman  Clapp,  Commissioners 
Gresham  and  Gilliam. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  B1-36705  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Finance  Applications; 
Decision-Notice 

As  indicated  by  the  findings  below, 
the  Commission  has  approved  the 
following  applications  bled  under  49 
U.S.C.  10924, 10926, 10931  and  10932. 

We  find: 

Each  transaction  is  exempt  from 
section  11343  (formerly  section  5)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  and  complies 
with  the  appropriate^transfer  rules. 

This  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

Petitions  seeking  reconsideration  must 
be  filed  within  20  days  fi'om  the  date  of 
this  publication.  Replies  must  be  filed 
within  20  days  after  the  final  date  for 
filing  petitions  for  reconsiderations;  any 
interested  person  may  file  and  serve  a 
reply  upon  the  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Petitions  which  do  not  comply  with  the 
relevant  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132.4 
may  be  rejected. 

if  petitions  for  reconsideration  are  not 
timely  filed,  and  applicants  satisfy  the 
conditions,  if  any,  which  have  been 
imposed,  the  application  is  granted  and 
they  will  receive  an  effective  notice.  The 
notice  will  indicate  that  consummation 
of  the  transfer  will  be  presumed  to  occur 
on  the  20th  day  following  service  of  the 
notice,  unless  either  applicant  has 
advised  the  Commission  that  the 


transfer  will  not  be  consummated  or  . 
that  an  extension  of  time  for 
consummation  is  needed.  The  notice 
will  also  recite  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  met  before 
the  transferee  may  commence 
operations. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  any 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  following 
decision-notices  within  30  days  after 
publication,  or  within  any  approved 
extension  period.  Otherwise,  the 
decision-notice  shall  have  no  further 
effect. 

It  is  Ordered: 

The  following  applications  are 
approved,  subject  to  the  conditions 
stated  in  the  publication,  and  further 
subject  to  the  administrative 
requirements  stated  in  the  effective 
notice  to  be  issued  hereafter. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

MC-FC-79155.  By  decision  of 
December  8. 1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 
1132,  Review  Board  Number  3  approved 
the  transfer  to  Paul  A.  Himmer/dba 
Great  Pond  Service  Center  of  Certificate 
No.  MC-107897  issued  November  14, 

1962  to  Edward  J.  Marsan/dba  Eddie's 
'  Amoco  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
wreck  or  disabled  motor  vehicles  over 
irregular  routes  &om  points  in  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  and  New  York,  to 
Lawrence  and  Methuen,  Massachusetts, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
aythorized.  Representative:  Paul 
Himmer,  1060  Osgood  Street,  North 
Andover,  MA  01845. 

MC-FC-79250.  By  decision  of 
December  10,  IMl,  issued  under  49 
U.S.C.  10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49 
CFR  1132,  Review  Board  Number  3 
approved  the  transfer  to  WORDEN 
SONS  OF  COLDWATER,  INC.  d/b/a 
McLAIN  TRANSPORTA'nON.  INC.,  of 
Hillsdale,  MI  of  Permit  No.  MC-128159 
issued  September  29, 1967  to  McLAIN 
TRANSPORTA'nON,  INC.,  of  Hillsdale, 
MI  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  between  the  plantsite  of  Bob 
Evans  Farms,  Hillsdale,  MI  and  points  in 
IL,  IN,  MI,  OH  and  PA.  Spices,  between 
Cincinnati,  OH  and  the  plantsite  of  Bob 
Evans  Farms,  Hillsdale,  MI.  Lard  Cans 
between  Cincinnati,  OH  and  the 
plantsite  of  Bob  Evans  Farms,  Hillsdale, 
MI  under  continuing  contract  with  Bob 
Evans  Farms,  Hillsdale,  MI.  TA  lease  is 
not  sought.  Transferee  holds  no 
authority.  Representative  is:  James  R. 
Neal,  1200  Bank  of  Lansing  Bldg., 
Lansing,  MI  48933. 


Federal  Renter  Notice 

MC-FC-79383,  republication.  William 
Curtin,  d.b.a.  Curtin's  Express.  The 
application  was  originally  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  in  Volume  46,  No. 

208,  page  53226,  inadvertantly  omitting  a 
portion  of  the  Certificate  of  Registration 
being  transferred.  In  order  to  provide 
accurate  notice  of  the  commodities  and 
territory  involved  in  the  application,  the 
authority  to  be  transferred  being 
republished  in  its  entirety. 

Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC- 
98247  (Sub-No.  1).  issued  February  24, 
1964,  to  Alfred  M.  CarrolL  doing 
business  as  Carroll's  Express 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  (A) 
general  commodities,  over  irregrilar 
routes,  between  points  in 
Massachusetts,  and  (BJ  general 
commodities,  between  a  point  in 
Cambridge  and  a  point  in  Dedham 
beyond  Readville,  passing  through  (1) 
Vassar  Street  and  Massachusetts  Ave. 
in  Cambridge;  Harvard  Bridge;  Boston 
Proper;  Columbia  Ave..  Washington 
Street,  Hyde  Park  Avenue,  Milton  Street 
and  Sprague  Street  in  Boston,  and 
approximately  Vz  mile  on  Sprague  Street 
in  Dedham,  (2)  Vassar  Street  Main 
Street  in  Cambridge:  West  Boston 
Bridge;  Boston  Proper,  Albany  Street, 
Hampton  Street  Dedly  Street  and  Blue 
Hill  Avenue  in  Boston;  Blue  Hill  Avenue, 
Brush  Hill  Road  and  Milton  Street  in 
Milton,  Milton  Street  and  Sprague  Street 
in  Boston,  and  approximately  mile  on 
Sprague  Street  in  Dedham. 

MC-FC-79487.  By  decision  of 
December  1, 1981.  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 
1132,  Review  Board  Number  3  approved 
the  transfer  to  CEE  KAY  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
63411  (Sub-lJ  issued  to  BERGEN 
EXPRESS.  CO.  INC.  authorizing  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  cleaning 
compounds,  chemicals,  and  refrigeration 
supplies,  between  New  York.  NY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 
CT,  NY,  NJ,  and  PA.  Representative:  C. 
Kasten,  Jr..  23  Terminal  Rd.,  Lyndhurst, 
NJ  07071.  TA  lease  is  not  sought. 
Transferee  is  not  a  carrier. 

MC-FC-79496.  By  decision  of 
December  8, 1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 
1132,  Review  Board  Number  3  approved 
the  transfer  to  Robert  F.  Nolan  d/b/a 
John  H.  Nolan  and  Son,  of  Permit  No. 
MC-113835  (Sub-No.  IJ  issued  to  John  H. 
Nolan  d/b/a  John  H.  Nolan  and  ^n. 
Robert  F.  Nolan  and  Jane  R.  Nolan, 
Executors  authorizing  die  transportation 
of  (1)  caskets:  from  New  Haven.  CT  to 
points  in  MA,  NH,  NY,  RL  and  VT,  and 
(2)  empty  containers,  used  in  the 
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transportation  of  caskets,  from  points  in 
MA,  NH,  NY.  RI,  and  VT,  to  New 
Haven,  CT.  Representative:  Sidney  L 
Goldstein,  109  Church  Street,  New 
Haven,  CT  06510. 

Note. — ^Transferee  is  a  non-carrier. 

MC-FC-79501.  By  decision  of 
December  8, 1981,  issued  under  49  U5.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 
1132,  Review  Board  Number  3  approved 
the  transfer  to  GOLDEN  ISLES 
COACHES,  INC.,  of  Brunswick,  GA,  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-1361CG  fSub-1), 
issued  to  SANDHILL  STAGE  LINES, 
INC.,  of  Jacksonville,  FL,  authorizing  die 
transportation  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  charter  operations, 
beginning  and  ending  at  Hihon  Head 
Island,  SC.  and  extending  to  points  in 
FL,  GA,  NC.  SC,  and  TN. 

Representative:  James  Perry  Fields,  1612 
Union  Street  P.O.  Box  797,  Brunswick, 
GA  31521. 

Notes. — ^TA  has  not  been  hied.  Transferee 
is  not  a  carrier,  but  is  affiliated  with  Coastal 
Trucking  Co.,  bia,  which  holds  common 
carrier  authority  under  MC-151141. 

MC-FC-79517.  By  decision  of 
December  14, 1981,  issued  under  49 
U.S.C.  10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49 
CFR  1132,  Review  Board  Number  3 
approved  the  transfer  to  IDDINGS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  of  LoweH,  OH,  of 
Certihcate  No.  MC-101053  JSub-No. 

12X),  issued  July  27, 1981,  to  EHIY  BULK 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  (rf  Marietta,  OH, 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  Jl) 
commodities  in  bulk,  coal  and  coal 
products,  ores  and  minerals,  and  clay, 
concrete,  glass,  or  stone  products,  (a) 
between  points  in  Hancock,  Brooke, 
Ohio,  Marshall  and  Wetzel  Counties, 
WV,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Guernsey,  Noble  and  Monroe 
Counties,  OH,  and  (b)  between  points  in 
Pleasants  and  Wetzel  Counties,  WV,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  p>oints 
in  Jefferson,  BelmonL  Guernsey, 

Monroe,  Harrison  and  Noble  Counties, 
OH;  and  (2)  commodities  in  bulk,  (aj 
between  points  in  Washington  and 
Morgan  Counties,  OH.  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Pleasants 
and  Wood  Counties,  WV,  (b)  between 
points  in  Noble  County,  OH,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Wood 
County,  WV,  and  (cj  between  points  in 
Mason  County,  KY,  aiKl  Washington 
County,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  OH,  PA,  WV, 
and  MI.  Representative:  Michael 
Spurlock,  275  East  State  Street 
Columbus,  OH  43215.. 

Notes. — (1)  TA  has  not  been  filed.  (2^ 
Transferee  is  authorized  to  operate  pursuant 
to  No.  MC-99656,  as  a  common  carrier  in  the 
States  of  OH,  IN,  IL.  KY.  MD,  Ml,  MO.  NY. 
PA,  and  WV.  (3)  No.  MC-99656  (Sub-No.  8)  is 


a  direct  application,  hied  and  published  in 
this  same  Federal  Register  issue. 

The  following  operating- rights 
applications,  filed  on  or  after  July  3, 

1980,  su'e  Bled  in  connection  with 
pending  finance  applications  under  49 
U.S.C.  10926, 11343  or  11344.  The 
applications  are  governed  by  Special 
Rule  252  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.252J. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Persons  submitting 
protests  to  applications  filed  in 
connection  with  pending  finance 
applications  are  requested  to  indicate 
across  the  front  page  of  all  documents 
and  letters  submitted  that  the  involved 
proceeding  is  directly  related  to  a 
finance  application  and  the  finance 
docket  number  should  be  prtivided.  A 
copy  of  any  application,  together  with 
applicant’s  supporting  evidence,  can  be 
obtained  from  any  applicant  upon 
request  and  payment  to  applicant  of 

$io.oa 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  eu-e  not  allowed.  Hcmever,  the 
Commission  may  have  modified  the 
application  to  confmm  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings:  With  &e  exceptions  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurfedictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  applicant  has 
demonstrated  that  its  proposed  service 
warrants  a  grant  of  the  af^lication 
under  the  governing  section  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  service  proposed 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code, 
and  the  Commission’s  regrilations. 
Except  where  specifically  noted,  this 
decision  is  neither  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  imder  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  as  to  the  finance  application 
or  to  the  following  operating  rights 
applications  directly  related  thereto 
filed  within  45  days  of  publication  of 
this  decision-notice  for,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authority  will  be  issued  to 
each  applicant  (except  where  the 
application  involves  duly  noted 
problems)  upcm  compliance  with  certain 
requirements  which  will  be  set  forth  in  a 
notification  of  effectiveness  of  this 
decision-notice.  Within  60  days  after 
publication  an  applicant  may  file  a 


verified  statement  in  rebuttal  to  any 
statement  in  oppwsition. 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conations  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  withm  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  by 
effectiveness  of  this  decisioir-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  apiplicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

MC-99656  (Sub-8),  filed  December  4, 
1981.  Applicant  IDDINGS  TRUCKING, 
INC, — ^tension  State  Route  60,  Box 
388,  Lowell,  OH  45744,  Representative: 
Michael  Spurlock,  Esquire,  275  East 
State  Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215.  (1) 
Commodities  in  bulk,  (a)  between  points 
in  IL,  IN.  OH,  PA,  WV,  MI  and  Mason 
County,  KY,  and  (b)  between  points  in 
IL,  IN.  OH,  PA,  WV.  MI,  and  Mason 
County,  KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  KY,  MD,  MO,  and 
NY,  and  (2)  Coal  and  coal  products,  ores 
and  minerals,  and  clay,  concrete,  glass 
or  stone  products,  between  points  in 
Hancock,  Brooke,  Ohio,  Mar^aU, 
Pleasants,  and  Wetzel  Coimties,  West 
Virginia,  cm  the  cme  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Ohio. 

Notes. — This  application  is  directly  related 
to  No.  MC-FC-79517,  published  in  this  same 
Federal  Register  issue. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36709  Filed  12-2S-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLINa  CODE  703S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

National  Productivity  Advisory 
Committee;  Meeting 

December  21, 1981. 

The  National  Productivity  Advisory 
Committee  will  hold  its  first  meeting  on 
Wednesday,  January  6, 1982,  at  10:45 
a.m.  in  Room  4121/5  of  the  Main 
Treasury  Building,  at  15th  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW,  Washington. 
D.C. 

The  National  Productivity  Advisory 
Committee  was  established  by 
Executive  Order  12332  on  November  10, 
1981.  The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  is 
William  E.  Simon.  The  Committee  is 
composed  of  distinguished  citizens,  only 
one  of  whom  is  a  full-time  officer  of  the 
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Federal  Government.  The  members 
serve  at  the  pleasure  of  the  President. 

The  Committee  shall  advise  the 
President  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  through  the  Cabinet  Council  on 
Economic  Affairs  on  the  Federal 
Government’s  role  in  achieving  higher 
levels  of  national  productivity  and 
economic  growth. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  public 
observation.  Written  comments  or 
statements  may  be  submitted  at  any 
time  before  or  after  the  meeting. 
Approximately  25  seats  will  be 
available  on  a  first  come,  first  served 
basis. 

Roger  B.  Porter, 

Executive  Secretary,  National  Productivity 
Advisory  Committee. 

|KR  Doc.  81-36714  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4eiO-2S-M 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Humanities  Panel:  Meetings 

agency:  National  Endowment  for  the 
Humanities. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meetings. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  the  provision  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463,  as  amended],  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  following  meetings 
of  the  Humanities  Panel  will  be  held  at 
806 15th  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20506: 

1.  Dale:  January  6, 1982. 

Time;  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Room:  314. 

Program:  This  meeting  will  review 
applications  for  Summer  Stipends  in 
Philosophy  1,  submitted  to  the  Division  of 
Fellowships  and  Seminars,  for  projects 
beginning  after  May  1, 1982. 

2.  Date:  January  7-8, 1982. 

Time:  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Room:  807. 

Program:  This  meeting  will  review 
applications  submitted  for  the 
Youthgrants  Program,  Division  of  Special 
Programs,  for  projects  beginning  after 
May  1, 1982. 

3.  Date;  January  7-8, 1982. 

Time;  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Room:  1134. 

Program:  This  meeting  will  review 
applications  submitted  for  Research 
Material  Program;  Publications  Panel. 
Division  of  Research  Programs,  for 
projects  beginning  after  April  1, 1982. 

4.  Date:  January  8, 1982. 

Time;  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Room:  314. 

Program:  This  meeting  will  review 
applications  for  Summer  Stipends  in 
History  I,  submitted  to  the  Division  of 
Fellowships  and  Seminars,  for  projects 
beginning  after  May  1, 1982. 

5.  Date;  January  9, 1982. 


Time:  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Room:  314. 

Program:  This  meeting  will  review 
applications  for  Summer  Stipends  in  Art 
History  and  Architecture,  submitted  to 
the  Division  of  Fellowships  and 
Seminars,  for  projects  beginning  after 
May  1. 1982. 

6.  Date:  January  11, 1982. 

Time:  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Room:  314. 

Program:  This  meeting  will  review 
applications  for  Summer  Stipends  in 
Recent  U.S.  History,  submitted  to  the 
Division  of  Fellowships  and  Seminars, 
for  projects  beginning  after  May  1, 1982. 

7.  Date:  January  13, 1982. 

Time:  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Room:  911. 

Program:  This  meeting  will  review 
applications  for  Summer  Stipends  in 
Foreign  Languages  and  literatures  II, 
submitted  to  the  Division  of  Fellowships 
and  Seminars,  for  projects  beginning 
after  May  1, 1982. 

8.  Date:  January  13, 1982. 

Time:  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Room:  314. 

Program:  This  meeting  will  review 
applications  for  Summer  Stipends  in 
Political  Science,  Economics,  and  Law 
and  Jurisprudence,  submitted  to  the 
Division  of  Fellowships  and  Seminars, 
for  projects  beginning  after  May  1. 1982. 

9.  Date:  January  13. 1982. 

Time:  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Room:  1134. 

Program;  This  meeting  will  review 
applications  for  Summer  Stipends  in 
History  II,  submitted  to  the  Division  of 
Fellowships  and  Seminars,  for  projects 
beginning  after  May  1, 1982. 

10.  Date:  January  15, 1982. 

Time:  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Room:  911. 

Program;  This  meeting  will  review 
applications  for  Summer  Stipends  in 
Religion,  submitted  to  the  Division  of 
Fellowships  and  Seminars,  for  projects 
beginning  after  May  1,1982. 

11.  Date:  January  15, 1982. 

Time:  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Room:  1023.  ' 

Program:  This  meeting  will  review 

applications  for  Summer  Stipends  in 
Sociology,  Psychology,  and  Education, 
submitted  to  the  Division  of  Fellowships 
and  Seminars,  for  projects  beginning 
after  May  1, 1982. 

12.  Date:  January  15, 1982. 

Time:  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Room;  314. 

Program:  This  meeting  will  review 
applications  for  Summer  Stipends  in 
Foreign  Languages  and  Literatures  I. 
submitted  to  the  Division  of  Fellowships 
and  Seminars,  for  projects  beginning 
after  May  1, 1982. 

The  proposed  meetings  are  for  the 
purpose  of  Panel  review,  discussion, 
evaluation  and  recommendation  on 
applications  for  financial  assistance 
under  the  National  Foundation  on  the 
Arts  and  the  Humanities  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended,  including  discussion  of 


information  given  in  confidence  to  the 
agency  by  grant  applicants.  Because  the 
proposed  meetings  will  consider 
information  that  is  likely  to  disclose: 

(1)  Trade  secrets  and  commercial  or 
financial  information  obtained  fi*om  a 
person  and  priviledged  or  confidential; 

(2)  Information  on  a  personal  nature 
the  disclosure  of  which  would  constitute 
a  clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy;  and 

(3)  Information  the  disclosure  of 
which  would  significantly  finstrate 
implementation  of  proposed  agency 
action; 

pursuant  to  authority  granted  me  by  the 
Chairman’s  Delegation  of  Authority  to 
Close  Advisory  Committee  Meetings, 
dated  January  IS.  1978, 1  have 
determined  that  these  meetings  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
subsections  (c)(4).  (6)  and  (9)(B)  of 
section  552b  of  Title  5,  United  States 
Code. 

Further  information  about  these 
meetings  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Stephen ).  McCleary,  Advisory 
Committee  Management  Officer. 
National  Endowment  for  the 
Humanities,  Washington,  DC  20506,  or 
call  (202)  724-0367. 

Stephen  J.  McCleary. 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

|FR  Ooc.  81-36826  Filed  12-23-81:  »45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7536-«1-« 


National  Council  on  the  Arts;  Visual 
Arts  Panel  (Painting);  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public 
Law  92-463),  as  amended,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Visual  Arts  Panel  (Painting)  to  the 
National  Council  on  the  Arts  will  be 
held  on  January  12-15, 1982  from  9:00 
a.m.-6:00  p.m.  in  the  Consul  Building 
West  Lobby  of  the  Columbia  Plaza 
Office  Complex.  2401  E  Street.  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20506. 

This  meeting  is  for  the  purpose  of 
Panel  review,  discussion,  evaluation, 
and  recommendation  on  applications  for 
financial  assistance  under  the  National 
Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the 
Humanities  Act  of  1965,  as  amended, 
including  discussion  of  information 
given  in  confidence  to  the  agency  by 
grant  applicants.  In  accordance  with  the 
determination  of  the  Chairman 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
February  13, 1980,  these  sessions  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
subsections  (c)  (4),  (6)  and  9(b)  of 
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section  552b  of  Title  5,  United  States 
Code. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  horn  Mr. 
John  H.  Clark,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Washington, 

D  C.  20506,  or  call  (202)  634-6070. 

)ohn  H.  Clark, 

Director,  Office  of  Council  and  Panel 
Operations,  Notional  Endowment  for  the  Arts. 
December  15, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36817  Filed  12-23-81:  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  7S37-01-M 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

Responses;  AvailabOity 

•  Recommendation  Responses  from — 

Federal  Aviation  Administration:  Dec.  10, 
A-81-144:  Plans  to  investigate  questionable 
maintenance/inspection  practices  and  use  of 
unauthorized  substitute  parts.  Dec.  10.  A-73- 
109:  Issued  AD  74-18-t09,  Amendment  39- 
1947.  Dec.  10,  A-78~57  and  58:  Believes  -57 
not  feasible;  has  issued  final  rule. 
Airworthiness  Review  Program;  Amendment 
8A.  Dec.  10,  A-79-9  and  ~10:  Following 
completion  of  “A  Study  to  Determine  the 
Need  for  Altitude  Information  on 
Surveillance  Approaches,”  concludes  that 
recommended  actions  are  unwarranted.  Dec. 
10,  A-73-S6:  Has  amended  14  CFR  25.785  to 
provide  improved  flight  attendant  protection 
while  seated.  Dec.  10,  A-77-43  and  -44:  Will 
not  issue  the  recommended  maintenance 
alert;  will  not  conduct  the  recommended 
directed  safety  inspection.  Dec.  10,  A-78-64: 

Is  collecting  data  to  analyze  bird  ingestion 
criteria  of  large  high  bypass  ratio  turbofan 
engines. 

Federal  Railroad  Administration:  Dec.  1, 
R-74-9:  The  Consolidated  Code  of  Operating 
Rules,  Rule  G,  prohibits  use  of  narcotics  and 
intoxicants  by  railroad  employees.  Dec.  1.  R- 
74-2  through  -4:  Believes  recommendations 
are  not  justified.  Dec.  1,  R-81-10  through  -16: 
Has  issued  a  final  rule  on  Docket  HM-174;  is 
reviewing  other  products  for  inclusion  under 
49  CFR  179.105;  is  modifying  tank  cars  to 
minimize  bottom  outlet  valve  damage  in  train 
accidents;  is  using  AAR-RPI  data  to  analyze 
the  need  for  regulatory  action:  will  evaluate 
safe  tank  car  placement  in  trains;  will 
research  and  test  tank  car  steels,  breach 
mechanisms,  and  resistance  to  breaching. 

Dec.  1,  R-81-75:  Additional  interim  safety 
precautions  believed  to  be  unnecessary  for 
unretrofitted  tank  cars. 

U.S.  Coast  Guard:  Nov.  24,  M-81-32  and - 
33  and  M-79-103:  Will  reevaluate  exemption 
of  passenger-carrying  rivercraft  from  Algiers 
tra^c  lights;  is  establishing  a  monitoring/ 
education  program  to  reduce  improper  use  of 
bridge-to-bridge  radiotelephone;  is 
cooperating  with  Federal  Communication 
Commission;  has  requested  vessel 
surveillance  funding;  New  Orleans  VTS  < 
participation  is  required. 

National  Cargo  Bureau,  Inc.:  Dec.  1,  M-81- 
70:  Has  emphasized  to  all  surveyors  that 


trimming  of  general  cargo  vessels  cannot  be 
overstressed. 

Motor  Vehicle  Manufacturers  Association: 
Dec.  A  H-81-63:  In  discussing  with  members 
inclusion  of  warning  in  owners  manuals  on 
hazards  of  riding  in  open  cargo  areas  of 
pickup  trucks. 

State  of  Alaska:  Nov.  24,  H-81-68  and  69: 
State  regulations  permit  riding  in  open  cargo 
areas  of  pickup  trucks;  Department  of  Public 
Safety  will  evaluate  the  effect  of  prohibiting 
this  practice  in  Alaska. 

Note. — Single  copies  of  responses  are  firee 
on  written  request,  identified  by 
recommendation  number,  to:  Public  Inquiries 
Section,  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

B.  Sharon  Flemming, 

Director,  Executive  Secretariat. 

December  18, 1981. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36639  FUed  12-23-81:  &45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4tlO-SS-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-358] 

Cincinnati  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  et  al.; 
Order  Extending  Construction 
Completion  Date 

The  Cincinnati  Gas  and  Electric 
Company,  Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio 
Electric  Company  and  The  Dayton 
Power  and  Light  Company  are  the 
holders  of  Construction  Permit  No. 
CPPR-88  issued  by  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  *  on  October  27, 1972  for 
construction  of  the  William  H.  Zimmer 
Nuclear  Power  Station,  Unit  1,  presently 
under  construction  at  a  site  located  in 
Clermont  County,  Ohio. 

On  February  8, 1980,  Cincinnati  Gas  & 
Electric  Company  filed  a  request  for 
extension  of  the  completion  date  for 
Unit  1  based  on  the  time  needed  to 
comfortably  accommodate  the 
Commission’s  announcement  of  a  pause 
in  issuing  operating  licenses  to  the 
spring  of  1980. 

Subsequently,  Cincinnati  Gas  & 
Electric  Company  filed  an  amended 
request  by  letter,  dated  March  16, 1981 
for  further  extension  of  the  completion 
date  for  Unit  1  based  upon  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Conunission's  report  to 
Congress  stating  that  a  decision  on  a  full 
power  license  for  the  William  H. 

Zimmer  Nuclear  Power  Station  is 
expected  in  July  of  1982. 

As  a  result  of  the  accident  at  the 
Three  Mile  Island,  Unit  2  Nuclear  Power 
Plant,  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC)  conducted  an 


'  Elective  january  20, 1975.  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  became  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  and  Permits  in  effect  on  that  day  were 
continued  under  the  authority  of  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission. 


extensive  investigation  of  potential 
design  deficiencies  in  the  plant,  plant 
operator  response  to  the  accident 
operator  errors  and/or  misinterpretation 
of  plant  instrumentation,  and  all  other 
aspects  of  the  accident  which  might  lead 
to  information  that  would  improve  the 
safety  of  nuclear  power  plants.  The 
findings  of  this  investigation  and  from 
the  comprehensive  study  of  the 
President's  Commission  showed  that 
certain  plant  modifications  and 
improvements  in  utility  organization 
structure  were  required  to  improve  the 
safety  of  nuclear  power  plant  operation 
and  to  upgrade  the  capability  of  utilities 
to  cope  with  a  severe  accident.  The  NRC 
staff  prepared  an  Action  Plan  for 
Commission  review  and  approval  that 
included  new  and/or  improved  safety 
objectives,  the  detailed  criteria  for  their 
implementation  and  the  various 
implementation  deadlines.  In  order  to 
accommodate  a  reasonable  schedule 
needed  to  complete  safety  evaluations 
regarding  the  applicant’s  response  to  the 
Action  Plan  requirements  and  the 
subsequent  licensing  actions  related  to 
these  new  safety  requirements,  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  staff 
concluded  that  the  requested  completion 
date  of  construction  for  Unit  1  should  be 
extended  to  December  31, 1982. 

This  action  involves  no  significant 
hazards  consideration;  good  cause  has 
been  shown  for  the  delays;  and  the 
requested  extension  is  for  a  reasonable 
period,  the  bases  for  which  are  set  forth, 
in  the  staffs  safety  evaluation  of  the 
request  for  extension. 

The  preparation  of  an  environmental 
impact  statement  for  this  particular 
action  is  not  warranted  because  there 
will  be  no  significant  environmental 
impact  attributable  to  the  order  other 
than  that  which  has  already  been 
predicted  and  described  in  the 
Commission’s  Environmental 
Statements  for  the  William  H.  Zimmer 
Nuclear  Power  Station,  Unit  1  published 
in  September  1972  and  June  1977. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
this  action  will  not  result  in  any 
significant  environmental  impact  and, 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  51.5(d)(4),  an 
environmental  impact  statement,  or 
negative  declaration  and  environmental 
impact  appraisal,  need  not  be  prepared 
in  connection  with  this  action. 

The  applicant’s  letters,  dated 
February  8, 1980  and  March  16, 1981, 
and  the  staffs  safety  evaluation 
supporting  the  Order  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street. 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  at  the 
local  public  document  room  established 
for  the  William  H.  Zimmer  Nuclear 
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Power  Station,  Unit  1,  at  the  Clermont 
County  Library,  Third  and  Broadway 
Streets,  Batavia,  Ohio  45103. 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  the  latest 
completion  date  for  CPPR-88  be 
extended  from  April  1, 1980  to  December 
31, 1982  for  Unit  1. 

Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

Darrell  G.  Eisenhut, 

Director,  Division  of  Licensing,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  R^ulation. 

|FR  Doc.  61-38784  Filed  12-23-61;  8;45  ain| 

BILUNG  CODE  7590-01-M 


(Docket  Nos.  50-322-CPA  and  50-322-OL1  - 

Long  Island  Lighting  Co.,  (Shoreham, 
Unit  1);  Reconstitution  of  Board 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
10  CFR  2.721  (1980),  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  for  Long  Island 
Lighting  Company  [Shoreham  Nuclear 
Power  Station,  Unit  1),  Docket  Nos.  50- 
322-CPA  and  50-322-OL,  is  hereby 
reconstituted  by  appointing  the 
following  Administrative  Judge  to  the 
Board:  Dr.  James  L.  Carpenter.  Dr.  Oscar 
H.  Paris  was  a  member  of  this  Board, 
but.  because  of  a  schedule  conflict,  is 
unable  to  continue  to  serve. 

As  reconstituted,  the  Board  is 
comprised  of  the  following 
Administrative  Judges: 

Louis ).  Carter,  Chairman 
Mr.  Frederick  J.  Shon 
Dr.  James  L  Carpenter 

All  correspondence,  documents  and 
other  materials  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Board  in  accordance  with  10  CFR  2.701 
(1980).  The  address  of  the  new  Board 
member  is:  Dr.  James  L.  Carpenter, 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
Panel,  U.S,  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 

Issued  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  17th  day 
of  December  1981. 

B.  Paul  Cotter,  Jr., 

Chief  Administrative  Judge,  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  Panel. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36785  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7S90-01-M 


(50-514-CP  and  50-515-CP] 

Portland  General  Electric  Co.,  et  al., 
(Pebble  Springs,  Units  1  &  2 ); 
Reconstitution  of  Board 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
10  CFR  2.721  (1980),  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  for  Portland 
General  Electric  Company,  EtAl, 
(Pebble  Springs,  Units  1  and  2),  Docket 
Nos.  50-514  and  50-515-CP,  is  hereby 
reconstituted  by  appointing  the 
following  Administrative  Judge  to  the 
Board:  Mr.  Ivan  W.  Smith.  Mrs. 


Elizabeth  Bowers  was  chairman  of  this 
Board,  but  because  of  a  schedule 
conflict,  is  unable  to  continue  to  serve. 

As  reconstituted,  the  Board  is 
comprised  of  the  following 
Aministrative  Judges: 

Mr.  Ivan  W.  Smith,  Chairman 
Dr.  Walter  H.  Jordan 
Dr.  Oscar  H.  Paris 

All  correspondence,  documents  and 
other  materials  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Board  in  accordance  with  10  CFR  2.701 
(1980).  The  address  of  the  new  Board 
Chairman  is:  Judge  Ivan  W.  Smith, 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
Panel,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 

Issued  at  Bethesda.  Maryland  this  18th  day 
of  December  1981. 

B.  Paul  Cotter,  Jr... 

Chief  Administrative  Judge,  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  Panel. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36786  Filed  12-23-61;  8:45  amj 
BILLING  CODE  7S9(MI1-« 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Agency  Forms  Under  Review 

Background 

When  executive  departments  and 
agencies  propose  public  use  forms, 
reporting,  or  recordkeeping 
requirements,  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMB)  reviews  and  acts  on 
those  requirements  under  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C.,  Chapter  35). 
Departments  and  agencies  use  a  number 
of  techniques  including  public  hearings 
to  consult  with  the  public  on  significant 
reporting  requirements  before  seeking 
OMB  approval.  OMB  in  carrying  out  its 
responsibility  under  the  Act  and  also 
considers  comments  on  the  forms  and 
recordkeeping  requirements  that  will 
affect  the  public. 

List  of  Forms  Under  Review 

Every  Monday  and  Thursday  OMB 
publishes  a  list  of  the  agency  forms 
received  for  review  since  the  last  list 
was  published.  The  list  has  all  the 
entries  for  one  agency  together  and 
grouped  into  new  forms,  revisions, 
extensions  (burden  change),  extensions 
(no  change),  or  reinstatements.  The 
agency  clearance  officer  can  tell  you  the 
nature  of  any  particular  revision  you  are 
interested  in.  Each  entry  contains  the 
following  information: 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  agency  clearance  officer  (from . 
whom  a  copy  of  the  form  and  supporting 
documents  is  available); 

The  office  of  the  agency  issuing  this 
form: 


The  title  of  the  form: 

The  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable: 

How  often  the  form  must  be  filled  out; 
Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to 
report: 

The  standard  industrial  classification 
(SIC)  codes,  referring  to  specific 
respondent  groups  that  are  affected: 

Whether  small  businesses  or 
organizations  are  affected; 

A  description  of  the  Federal  budget 
functional  category  that  covers  the 
information  collection; 

An  estimate  of  the  number  of 
responses; 

An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
hours  needed  to  fill  out  the  form; 

An  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  Federal 
Government; 

An  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  public; 
The  number  of  forms  in  the  request  for 
approval; 

An  indication  of  whether  section 
3504(H)  of  Pub.  L.  96-511  applies; 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  person  or  office  responsible  for  OMB 
review:  and 

An  abstract  describing  the  need  for  an 
uses  of  the  information  collection. 

Reporting  or  recordkeeping 
requirements  that  appear  to  raise  no 
significant  issues  are  approved 
promptly.  Our  usual  practice  is  not  to 
take  any  action  on  proposed  reporting 
requirements  until  at  least  10  working 
days  after  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
but  occasionally  the  public  interest 
requires  more  rapid  action. 

Comments  and  Questions 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  may  be  obtained 
from  the  agency  clearance  officer  whose 
name  and  telephone  number  appear 
under  the  agency  name.  The  agency 
clearance  officer  will  send  you  a  copy  of 
the  proposed  form,  the  request  for 
clearance  (SF83),  supporting  statement, 
instructions,  transmittal  letters,  and 
other  documents  that  are  submitted  to 
OMB  for  review.  If  you  experience 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  information 
you  need  in  reasonable  time,  please 
advise  the  OMB  reviewer  to  whom  the 
report  is  assigned.  Comments  and 
questions  about  the  items  on  this  list 
should  be  directed  to  the  OMB  reviewer 
or  office  listed  at  the  end  of  each  entry. 

If  you  anticipate  commenting  on  a 
form  but  find  ffiat  time  to  prepare  will 
prevent  you  from  submitting  comments 
promptly,  you  should  advise  the 
reviewer  of  your  intent  as  early  as 
possible. 

The  timing  and  format  of  this  notice 
have  been  changed  to  make  the 
publication  of  the  notice  predictable'  and 
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to  give  a  clearer  explanation  of  this 
process  to  the  public.  If  you  have 
comments  and  suggestions  for  further 
improvements  to  this  notice,  please  send 
them  to  }im  J.  Tozzi,  Deputy 
Administrator,  OfHce  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Affairs,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  726  Jackson 
Place,  Nor^west,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AQRICULTURE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Richard  J. 
Schrimper— 202-447-6201 

New 

•  Farmers  Home  Administration 

Form  FMHA 1942-31,  Association  Water 
or  Sewer  System 
Grant  Agreement 
FMHA  1942r-31 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
State  and  local  gov’t,  non-profit 
organizations 
SIC:  178,  494,  495 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Area  and  regional  development:  350 
responses;  700  hours;  $117,200  Federal 
cost;  $8,400  public  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

FMHA  needs  this  information  to 
document  the  agreement  between  the 
grantor  (FMHA)  and  the  grantee 
(recipient). 

•  Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
Cereal  Acceptability  Study 
Nonrecurring 
Individuals  or  households 

Low  income  prenatal  women  and 
preschool  children  in  WIC 
Food  and  nutrition  assistance:  2,800 
responses;  642  hours;  $259,750  Federal 
cost;  $2,915  public  cost;  9  forms;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

Through  comments  during  rulemaking 
processes  of  1978-1980,  WIC  program 
managers  have  been  advised  to  improve 
participant  satisfaction  with  the  high- 
iron  fortified  cereals  allowed  in  the  WIC 
food  package  so  that  iron  status  in  this 
population  may  be  strengthened.  The 
results  of  this  study  shall  provide  the 
department  with  the  necessary,  but 
previously  unavailable,  information 
needed  to  modify  the  current  nutritional 
standard  governing  WIC  cereals. 

‘  •  Farmers  Hcune  Administration 
7  CFR 1951-A,  Account  Servicing 
Policies 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/farms  ' 

Farm  owners,  operators  and  applicants 
for  FMHA  assistance 


SIC:  oil,  013, 016i,  017. 018, 019,  021, 024, 

025,027 

Farm  income  stabilization:  60  responses; 
60  hours;  $102,930  Federal  cost;  $360 
public  cost;  1  form;  not  appUcable 
under  3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

Regulation  establishes  the  policies 
and  procedures  used  by  FMHA  in  the 
collecting  and  servicing  of  existing 
loans.  The  information  is  needed  to 
determine  rescheduling,  deferring  and 
reamortizing  of  loans  to  enable 
borrowers  to  become  more  successful 
and  to  reduce  FMHA  loan  losses. 

•  Farmers  Home  Administration 

7  CFR  1942-4,  Resource  Conservation 
and  Development  (RCD) 

Loans  and  watershed  (WS)  loans  and  ^ 
watershed  (WS)  advances 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  govemments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
Public  bodies  and  non-profit 
corporations 
SIC:  494,  497 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Farm  income  stabilization:  90  responses; 
195  hours;  $75,200  Federal  cost;  $2,340 
public  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

FMHA  needs  this  information  to  make 
loans  or  advances  to  cover  all  or  a  part 
of  the  cost  for  watershed  work  or 
improvement.  An  addition,  this 
relation  authorized  resource 
conservation  and  development  loans  for 
land  conservation  and  u^zation  and 
water  and  acquacuhural  purposes. 

•  Farmers  Home  Administration 
7  CFR  1804-D,  Planning  and 

Performance  Site  Development  Work 
FMHA  424-20 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
Housing  developers,  non-profit  housing 
organizations 
SIC:  152, 153, 154, 161, 162 
Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Mortgage  credit  and  thrift  insurance: 
14,000  responses;  48,860  hours; 
$112,680  Federal  cost;  $4,794  public 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

Information  is  used  by  FMHA  to 
determine  if  subdivisions  and  she 
developments  will  meet  agency  and 
other  public  authority  requirements  as 
they  pertain  to  location,  layout,  utilities, 
streets,  etc. 

•  Farmers  Home  Administration 

7  CFR  1980-D,  Rural  Housing  Program 
Loans 


On  occasion 

Individuals  m  households /businesses  or 
other  institutions 

Banks,  savings  &  loan  associations 
SIC:  602,  612,  616 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Mortgage  credit  and  tb^t  insurance:  300 
responses;  350  hours;  $139,000  Federal 
cost;  $3,500  public  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

Title  V  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  authorizes  rural  housing  loans 
to  above-moderate  income  applicants. 
Information  collected  is  necessary  for 
FMHA  to  guarantee  the  loan  requested 
and  to  assure  that  appropriate  loan 
servicing  actions  are  taken. 

•  Fanners  Horae  Administration 
7  CFR  1980-B,  Guaranteed  Farmer 

Program  Loans 
FMHA  449^11, 449-12 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/State  or  local 
govemments/farms/  businesses  or 
other  institutions 
Farming  proprietorships 
SIC:  lOa  103,  016,  017, 018, 019,  021,  024, 
025,  027 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Farm  inccune  stabilization:  13,220 
responses;  15,262  hours;  $387,990 
Federal  cost;  2  forms;  $157,531  public 
cost;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

FMHA  needs  the  information 
collected  to  determine  whether  loan 
proposals  are  technologically  and 
economically  feasible  and  offierwise  in 
compliance  with  the  enabling 
legislation. 

•  Farmers  Home  Admimstratioa 

7  CFR  1980-F,  Guaranteed  Economic 
Emergency  Loans 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Lending  institutions 
SIC:  602 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Farm  income  stabilization:  1,600 
responses;  2,500  hours;  $186,200 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  $^,275  public 
cost;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

FMHA  needs  this  information  to 
service  loans  made  because  of  a  lack  of 
sufficient  agricultural  credit  due  to 
economic  stresses  such  as  a  general 
tightening  of  agricultural  credit  or  an 
unfavorable  relationship  between 
production  costs  and  prices  received  for 
agricultural  commodities. 

Revisions 

•  Economics  aiui  Statistics  Service 
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Peanut  Cost  of  Production  Survey 

Nonrecurring 

Farms 

Peanut  farms 
SIC:  013 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Agricultural  research  and  services;  720 
responses;  800  hours;  $160,000  Federal 
cost;  $160,000  public  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Statistical  Policy  foanch,  202-395-7313 

The  information  is  needed  to  estimate 
peanut  production  costs  by  type  of  cost, 
per  pound  and  acre.  The  cost  estimates 
serve  as  a  basis  setting  peanut  prices 
under  existing  and  proposed  support 
programs. 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Food  Safety  and  hispection  Services 
Regulations  Governing  Voluntary 

Reimbursable  Inspection  Service 
MP-86.  MP-225 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Meat  slaughter  and  processing  plants 
SIC:  201  ■ 

Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  31  responses;  7  hours;  $135 
Federal  cost,  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  202-395-7340 

Reimbursable  services  are  provided 
under  the  Agriculture  Maketing  Services 
Act  of  1946  to  maintain  the  identity  of 
federally  inspected  meat  products 
through  operations  not  subject  to 
inspection. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Edward 
Michals— 202-377-3627 

Revisions 

•  Economic  and  Statistical  Analysis 
Form  BE-15  Annual  Survey  of  Foreign 

Direct  Investment  in  the  U.S. — 1981 
BE-15 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Foreign  owned  U.S.  business  enterprises 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  business^  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  2,500  responses;  7,500 
hours;  $200,000  Federal  cost;  $187,500 
public  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Statistical  Policy  Branch,  202-395-7313 

Secures  financial  and  operating  data 
on  U.S.  companies  owned  by  persons 
consisting  of  information  on  balance 
sheets,  income  statements,  employment, 
trade,  and  by  State  acres  of  land  and 
mineral  rights  and  property,  plant  and 
equipment  owned.  Required  for  the 


preparation  of  the  international 
investment  accounts  of  the  United 
States. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^)ohn  V. 
Wenderoth— 703-697-1195 

Revisions 

•  Department  of  the  Army 
Uniform  Tender  of  Rates  and/or 

Charges  for  Transportation  Services 
Form  43 
On  occasion 

Businesses  w  other  institutions 
Household  goods  carriers 
SIC:  421 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Department  of  Defense-Military:  70u000 
responses;  11,620  hours;  $185,000 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Andy  Uscher,  202-395-4814 

To  obtain  necessary  rate  data  to 
effect  reduced  rate  shipnient  of  CONUS 
DOD  personal  inoperty  shipments. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATKM 

Agency  Clearance  OfficM — ^Wallace 
McPherson— 202-428-7304 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Office  of  Education  Research  and 
Improvement 

1981  Survey  of  1979-80  College 
Graduates 

ED  (NCES)  2385-2385-1 
Biennially 

Individuals  or  bouseholds/businesses  or 
other  institutions 
Institutions  of  higher  education 
SIC:  822 

Research  and  general  education  aids: 
15,300  responses;  4,350  hours;  $509,979 
Federal  cost;  2  forms;  $27,547  public 
cost;  not  applicable  under  3604(h) 
Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030. 

This  survey  is  needed  in  order  for 
NCES  to  meet  the  requirements  of  Pub. 

L.  93-380,  secHon  406(B)(1)  and  (5).  It 
will  be  used  as  such  to  produce  a  report 
on  the  supply  and  demand  of  persons 
newly  qualified  to  teach  as  well  as 
several  reports  on  new  college 
graduates  in  the  job  market 

Reinstatements 

•  Office  of  Education  Research  and 
Improvement 

Postsecondary  Network  Surveys  System 
NCES  2405 

On  occasion,  annually 
State  or  local  governments 
State  education  agencies 
SIC:  941 

Research  and  general  education  aids: 
456  responses;  456  hours;  $12,000 


Federal  cost;  8  forms;  $6,840  public 
cost;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council  202-426-5030 

NCES  was  mandated  by  Pub.  L  93- 
380  to  “assist  State  and  local 
educational  agencies  in  improving  and 
automating  their  statistical  and  data 
collection  activities.”  As  part  of  its 
assistance  program.  NCES  has 
established  a  postseamdary  network 
surveys  system  to  facilitate  tlm 
interchange  of  information  and  expertise 
among  States. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND  HUMAN 
SERVICES 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Joseph 
Stmad— 202-245-7488 

New 

•  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
Regulatory  Requirements  for  Childhood 

Immunization 
Project  grants 
Annually 

State  of  local  governments 
State  and  local  health  departments 
SIC:  943 

Health:  63  responses;  3,150  hours; 

$18,900  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $31,500 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Gwendolyn  PLA,  202-395-6880 

Application  for  a  grant  requires  full 
description  of  applicant’s  program 
objectives,  plans  and  activities,  the 
extent  of  disease  and  need  for  support,  a 
description  of  various  program  elements, 
and  a  budget  and  justification. 

•  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 

Training  Grants 
Annually 

State  or  local  govemments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
Institutions  applying  for  educational 
research  centers 
SIC:  Multiple 

Health:  45  responses;  2J45  hours; 
$100,000  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $27,450 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Gwendolyn  PLA,  202-395-6880 

42  CFR  86  prescribes  requirements 
and  procedures  i^ch  must  be  met  in  - 
filing  applications  and  grantee 
accountability  for  grants  for  education 
programs  in  occupational  safety  and 
health. 

•  Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
Medicare/Medicaid  Fire  Safety  Survey 

Report  , 

HCFA-2786A.  2768D 
Annually,  biennially,  other-see  SF83 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 


62574 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  247  /  Thursday,  December  24,  1981  /  Notices 


Hospitals  and  long  term  care  facilities 
SIC:  805,  806 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Health:  9,181  responses;  17,616  hours; 
$232,491  Federal  cost;  4  forms;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Richard  Eisinger,  202-395-6880 

Section  1861(e)(9)  and  1902(a)(28)  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  require  that 
providers  of  services  meet  requirements 
to  ensure  the  safety  of  individual  who 
are  furnished  services.  These  forms  are 
used  to  collect  information  concerning 
compliance  with  those  requirements. 

The  information  from  the  forms  is  used 
by  DHHS  regional  office  personnel  to 
make  decisions  concerning  certiHcation 
for  medicare /medicaid  reimbursements. 

•  Departmental  Management 
Federal  Cash  Transaction  Report 
OS-23-81 

Monthly,  quarterly  — 

State  or  local  govemments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
Recipients  of  HHS  grants-in-aid 
SIC:  Multiple 

Public  assistance  and  other  income 
supplements:  1  response;  1  hour, 
$30,213  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-396-6880 

This  is  a  report  to  monitor  Federal 
cash  advances  to  recipients  and  obtain 
cash  disbursement  information.  Ihe 
DFAFS  R-27  currently  in  use  will  be 
replaced  with  the  SF-272. 

•  Health  Services  Administration 
Survey  of  Migrant  Services  Provided  by 

Community  Health  Centers 
Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Federally-funded  community  health 
centers 
SIC:  808 

Health  care  services:  100  responses;  150 
hours;  $750  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $1,500 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 

Survey  will  determine  whether 
community  health  centers  have  provided 
services  to  migrant  farmworkers  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  the  needs  of  the 
migrants  and  the  requirements  of 
section  904  of  Pub.  L.  97-35. 

•  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
VD  Control  Program  Grant 

Requirements 

Annually 

State  or  local  governments 
State  and  local  health  departments 
SIC:  943 

Health:  63  responses;  3,150  hours; 

$18,900  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $31,500 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 


Application  for  a  venereal  disease 
control  program  grant  requires  full 
description  of  applicant’s  program 
objectives,  plans,  and  activities,  the 
extent  of  disease  problem  and  need  for 
support,  description  of  program 
elements,  and  budget  and  justifications. 

Revisions 

•  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
NIOSH  Information  Dissemination 

Strategy 

CDC/NIOSH(C)  2.7 
Annually 

Individuals  or  households 
Individuals  on  NIOSH  mailing  list  plus 
additions 

Health:  2,000  responses;  120  hours; 
$10,000  Federal  cost;  $1,200  public 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 

The  Joint  Committee  on  Printing 
mandates  that  “all  departments  shall 
make  necessary  revisions  in  their 
mailing  lists  at  least  once  a  year  in  order 
to  eliminate  waste  in  Government  funds 
caused  by  publications  being  improperly 
addressed,  or  mailed  to  persons  no 
longer  desiring  them.  The  data  collected 
will  be  used  to  annually  accomplish  the 
purge  mandated  by  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Printing. 

DBPARTMiNT  OF  HOUSHM  AND  URBAN 
DEVBLOPMCNT 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^Robert  G. 
Masarksy— 202-755-5184 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Housing  Programs 

Low-Income  Housing  Program  Operating 
Budget 

HUD-52566,  52567,  52571  and  52573 

HUD-52564 

Annually 

State  or  local  governments 
Public  housing  agencies 
SIC:  953 

Mortgage  credit  and  thrift  insurance: 
15,000  responses;  360,000  homs; 
$1,515,000  Federal  cost;  5  forms;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Richard  Sheppard,  202-395-6880 

This  document  is  used  by  HUD  to 
ensure  that  sound  ftnancial  practices  are 
followed  by  public  housing  agencies 
(PHAS)  and  that  Federal  ^ds  are  used 
for  eligible  expenditures.  For  PHAS,  as  a 
financial  summary  and  emalysis  of 
immediate  and  long-term  operating 
programs  and  plans,  it  is  used  to  provide 
control  over  operations  and  achieve 
objectives  in  a  balanced  and 
businesslike  manner. 

Reinstatements 

•  Community  Planning  and 
Development 


Urban  Homesteading  Quarterly  Report 
(Milestones) 

HUD  4027.2 
Quarterly 

State  or  local  governments 
Units  of  local  government 
SIC:  953 

Community  development:  384  responses; 
576  hours;  $10,230  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
$7,488  public  cost;  not  applicable 
tmder  3504(h) 

Richard  Sheppard,  202-295-6880 

Pub.  L.  93-383,  section  810,  requires 
that  the  secretary,  CPD  conduct 
continuing  evaluations  of  programs 
carried  out  by  local  agencies.  This 
report  monitors  the  progress  of  the 
properties,  once  they  are  transferred  to 
a  local  agency,  to  the  homesteader, 
through  the  rehabilitation  and  finally  to 
final  conveyancs. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^Paul  E. 
Larson— 202-523-6331 

New 

•  Employment  Standards 
Ad^nistration 

Maintenance  and  Annual  Updating  of 
Affirmative  Action 
Program 
CC-60-2 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Govt  Contractors  and  subcon  with 
contracts  of  $1  million,  etc 
SIC:  aU 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  labor  services:  23,620  responses; 
3,640,520  hours;  $0  Federal  cost;  1 
form;  $24,774,786  public  cost;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Contractors  and  subcontractors  must 
maintain  their  affirmative  action 
programs  (AAPS)  in  accordance  with 
executive  order  11246,  41  CFR  60-1. 40 
and  60-2,  section  503  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  41  CFR  60- 
741,  and  section  402  of  the  Vietnam  Era 
Veterans  Readjustment  Act  of  1974,  41 
CFR  60-250.  This  is  not  a  reporting 
requirement.  The  burden  is  limited  to 
record  keeping. 

•  Employment  Standards 
Administration 

Development  of  Initial  Affirmative 
Action  Plan  Pursuant  to  41  CFR  60-2 
CC60-2A 
Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Govt  contractors  and  subcon  who 
received  their  first,  etc. 

SIC;  all 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
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Other  labor  services:  120  responses; 
36,960  hours;  $0  Federal  cosh  1  form; 
$252,806  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h)  * 

Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6080 

Contractors  and  subcon  who  receive 
their  initial  government  contract  in 
excess  of  $1  million  must  develop  an 
affirmative  action  program  in 
accordance  with  executive  order  11246, 
41  CFR  60-2,  section  503  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973, 41  CFR  60- 
741,  and  section  402  of  the  Vietnam  Era 
Veterans  Readjustment  act  of  1974, 41 
CFR  60-250.  This  is  not  a  reporting 
requirement  The  burden  is  limited  to 
recordkeeping. 

•  Employment  Standards 
Administration 

Quarterly  Updating  of  Individual 
Hometown  Plan  by  its  Administrative 
Committee 
CC-41 
Quarterly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
AdmirL  comm,  in  covered  areas  with 
approved  hometown  plans. 

SIC;  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  labor  services  76  responses;  32 
hours;  $150  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $202 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Area-wide  plans  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  local  representatives  of 
construction  contractors,  unions,  and 
minority  communities  must  be  updated 
and  periodically  reported  to  indicate 
that  the  plans  are  working  effectively. 

•  Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Labor  Market  Information  Performance 
Indicators 
Monitoring 
ETA-2224B 
Quarterly 

State  or  local  governments 
State  employment  security  agencies 
SIC;  944 

Training  and  employemt;  212  re^onses; 
212  hours;  $2,500  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
$2,200  public  cosh  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

This  monitoring  effort  will  collect 
quarterly  information  on  the  types, 
number  and  timeliness  of  labor  market 
information  publications  produced  by 
State  employment  security  agencies 
»  (SESA).  The  information  will  permit  an 
examination  of  the  extent  sesas  are 
meeting  planned  pniblication  schedules. 
Corrective  actions  to  resolve  any 
problems  can  then  be  undertaken. 


Revisions 

•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Post  Inspection  Employer  Questionnaire 
Post  Inspection  Employee  Questionnaire 
OSHA-240 
On  Occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
All  employers  inspected  by  OSHA, 
including  businesses,  eta 
SIC:  multiple 

Small  Businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  7,500  Responses;  1,125  hours 
$14,862  Federal  cost;  2  forms  $16,875 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

OSHA’s  goal  is  to  foster  cooperative 
relationships  with  employers  and 
employees  to  promote  safety  and  health 
most  effectively.  To  achieve  this,  OSHA 
must  rely  on  the  professional  conduct  of 
its  compliance  officers.  This  survey  will 
allow  employers  and  employee 
representatives  to  react  to  OSHA's 
inspections  and  provide  the  information 
needed  to  develop  a  cooperative,  non- 
adversarial  program. 

•  Employment  Standards 
Administration 

Records  to  Be  Kept  by  Employers  Under 
The  FSLA  of  1938,  as  Amended  (29 
CFR  516) 

WH-1261 
On  Occasion 

Individuals  or  househoId/State  or  local 
governments/farms/businesses  or 
other  institutions 

Enterprises  engaged  in.  producing  goods 
for,  handling,  etc. 

SIC:  all 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  labor  services:  60,200,000 
Responses;  700,000  hours  $0  Federal 
cost;  1  forfn;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Outlines  Records  to  be  kept  by 
employers  under  the  FISA  regulations. 
29  CFR  516(A)  &  (B).  Deemed  to  be 
maintained  by  prudent  manager. 

OEPARTMEMT  OF  TltAIISPOiVrATK>N 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — John 
Windsor— 202-426-1887 

New 

•  Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration 

Manufacturers  Datq  Report 
Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Manufacturers  and  owners  of  portable 
tanks 

SIC:  401,  421,  441,  442,  371 


Other  transportation:  1,500  Responses: 
1,500  hours;  $37,500  Federal  cost;  1 
form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Donald  Arbuckle,  202-395-7340 

To  verify  that  portable  tanks  were 
constructed  in  accordance  with  the 
department’s  specifications. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Ms,  Joy 
Tucker— 202-634-5304 

New 

•  Office  of  the  Secretary 
Requirement  to  Retain  Records  of  Real 

Pi’operty  Purchases  with  Revenue 
Sharing  Funds 
On  Occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Cities,  townships,  counties,  Indian 
tribes,  Alaskan  Native 
SIC:  999 

Central  fiscal  operations:  39,000 
Responses;  19,500  hours:  $0  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

To  aid  the  Office  of  Revenue  Sharing 
in  determining  whether  or  not  it  has 
jurisdiction  over  alleged  discrimination. 

•  Office  of  the  Secretary 
Collection  of  Informati(Hi  Needed  to 

Determine  Compliance  With  the  Act 
On  Occasion 

State  or  local  governments 

Cities,  townships,  counties,  Indian  tribes 

SIC:  999 

Central  fiscal  operations;  39,000 
Responses;  39,000  hours;  $0  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  3)2-395-6880 

Information  requested  to  be  collected 
and  reported  from  time  to  time  includes 
race,  sex,  ethnic  origin  of  employees, 
data  concerning  to  which  minorities, 
females,  aged  and  handicapped  are 
beneficiaries  of  entitlement  funds. 
Information  must  be  retained  and  ors 
employees  allowed  access  to  the 
information.  Reports  must  be  made 
available  on  request  to  determine 
comidiance  with  the  Act 

•  Office  of  the  Secretary 
Requirement  for  Retention  of  Audit 

Work  Papers  and  Related  Audit 
Reports  for  a  3-year  period. 

On  Occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Cities,  townships,  counties,  Indian 
tribes,  Alaskan  Natives  _ 

SIC:  999 

Central  fiscal  operations;  12,000 
Responses;  6,000  hours  $0  Federal 
cost  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 
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Recipient  Government#  are  required 
to  retain  audit  report#  and  the  woiic 
papers  which  document  the  report#  for  a 
period  of  3  year#  to  be  submitted  upon 
request  of  the  Director  or  the 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States. 

•  Office  of  the  Secretary 

Retention  of  Books.  Documents,  Papers 
and  Records  Needed  to  Determine 
Compliance  With  the  Act. 

On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
Cities,  townships,  counties,  Indian 
tribes,  Alaskan  Native 
SIC:  999 

Central  Hscal  operations:  39,000 
responses;  39,000  hours;  $0  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 
To  require  recipient  governments  to 
maintain  for  inspection  by  the  director 
and  the  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States  any  books,  documents, 
papers  and  other  records  as  may  be 
required  to  determine  compliance  with 
the  act. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Christine 
Scoby— 202-382-2742 

New 

•  Construction  Grant  Project  Review 
Information  and  Record  Keeping — 
Consolidated  Request  II,  Activity 
Under  Revision  (825,  827,  830,  834,  835, 
838,  841,  900,  904,  905,  and  906) 

Nonrecurring 

State  or  local  governments 
City,  County,  or  other  pub  body,  or 
Indian  tribe,  with,  etc. 

SIC;  999 

Pollution  control  and  abatement:  1,626 
responses;  472,510  hours;  $2,273,131 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Edward  H.  Clarke,  200-395-7340 

This  consolidated  request  (Req  II) 
requests  conditional  clearance  for  11 
ICR’s  which  are  likely  to  be  removed  or 
reduced  due  to  current  regulations , 
revision.  The  information  is  needed  for 
wastewater  treatment  project  reviews 
by  States  or  EPA  to  determine  eligibility 
for  Federal  construction  grants.  The  ^ 
clearance  request  for  the  ICR’s  will  be 
resubmitted  following  final  Federal 
Register  publication  of  all  chgs  affecting 
40  CFR  35.  (See  consolidated  Req  1  and 
Att  1,  etc.) 

•  Revisions  of  Closure  and  Post-Closure 
Cost  Estimates 

On  occasion,  annually,  other — see  SF83 
State  or  local  govemments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 


Owners/operators  of  establishments  in 
hazardous  waste 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Pollution  control  and  abatement:  12,300 
responses;  6,195  hours;  $0  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Edward  H.  Clarke,  202-996-7340 

Owners  and  operators  of  hazardous 
waste  management  facilities  are 
required  to  revise  their  closure  and  post¬ 
closure  cost  estimates  to  accoimt  for 
inflation  and  changes  in  closure  and 
post-closure  plans. 

•  Information  Requirements  Regarding 
Changes  to  Hazardous  Waste 
Management  Facilities  During 
“Interim  Status” 

On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
Owners/operators  of  hazardous  waste 
management  facilities 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Pollution  control  ancTabatement:  500 
responses;  1,500  hours;  $10,500  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Edward  H.  Clarke,  202-395-7304 

EPA  published  regulations  on  May  19, 
1980  stating  that  certain  types  of 
changes  made  to  hazardous  waste 
management  facilities  during  “Interim 
Status"  (as  defined  under  sec.  3005(e)  of 
RORA)  must  be  made  with  the 
knowledge,  and  in  some  cases,  the 
consent,  of  EPA.  The  regulations  require 
documentation  from  the  facility  owner 
or  operator  when  such  changes  are 
planned. 

•  Unsaturated  Zone  Monitoring  at 
Hazardous  Waste  Land  Treatment 
Facilities 

Other — See  SF83  ' 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Hazardous  waste  land  treatment 
facilities 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Pollution  control  and  abatement:  200 
responses;  20,000  hoiu«;  $0  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Edward  H.  Clarke,  202-39^7340 

Information  gained  from  unsaturated 
zone  monitoring  at  hazardous  waste 
land  treatment  facilities  is  used  to  (1) 
indicate  the  success  or  failure  of  the 
land  treatment  processes,  (2)  allow  early 
detection  of  threats  to  ground-water 
quality,  and  (3)  evaluate  the  potential 
for  plant  uptake  of  hazardous  waste 
constituents. 


EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Offlcer — ^Thoma#  P. 
Goggi^202-634-6M3 

New 

•  Establishment  Information 
EEOC  447 

On  occasion 

Farms/businesse#  or  other  institutions 
Private  sector  employers  subject  to  the 
EPA,  etc. 

SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  Law  Enforcement  Activities:  200 
Responses;  50  Hours;  $1,056  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880. 

Form  447  will  be  used  to  obtain  basic 
EPA  jurisdictional  data  from  employers 
subject  to  investigation  under  the  act. 
Use  of  this  form  in  those  few  cases 
when  EPA  coverage/exemption  status  is 
not  readily  apparent  will  save  the 
commission  and  respondents  money 
over  other  investigatives  approaches. 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Ronald  D. 
Murphy— 202-523-5326 

Extensions  [no  change) 

•  46  CFR  536 — ^Publishing  and  Filing  of 
Tariffs  by  Common  Carriers  by  Water 
in  the  Foreign  Commerce  of  the  U.S. — 
per  Container  Rates 

Gen.  order  13 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Waterborne  common  carriers  in  U.S. 

foreign  commerce 
SIC:  441 

Water  transportation:  426  responses;  426 
hours;  $8,200  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

William  T.  Adams;  202-395-4814 

Rule  was  previously  approved 
October  6, 1981.  New  expiration  date 
requested  to  coincide  with  related 
clearance  3072-0009,  which  expires  on 
October  31, 1984. 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^William 
Jones— 202-452-2983 

New 

•  Aimual  Survey  of  Foreign  Fiduciary 
Assets 

FFIEC006 

Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
State-chartered  member  banks.  Edge 
Act  Corporations 
SIC:  602, 604,  605 
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General  Government:  21  responses:  189 
hours;  $500  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $2,835 
public  cost:  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Richard  S.  Stavneak,  202-395-6880. 

A  uniform  interagency  report 
providing  the  only  available  known 
source  of  the  volume  of  trust  or  fiduciary 
activities  of  foreign  banking  afHliates  of 
U.S.  banking  organizations.  Report 
information  is  used  for  supervisory 
purposes  including  assessing  the  need 
for.  and  nature  of  supervisory 
inspections  of  those  activities. 

•  Survey  of  Repurchase  Agreements 
(RPS)  on  U.S.  Government  Securities 

.  and  Nonreservable  Due  Bills 

FR  3019A,  B 

Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Credit  unions  with  total  deposit  of  $200 
million  or  more 
SIC:  602,  603,  605,  612,  614 
General  govenunent:  10,867  responses: 
2,717  hours;  $15,000  Federal  cost;  2 
forms;  $40,755  public  cost;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Richard  S.  Stavneak,  202-395-6880 

These  data  will  be  used  to  improve 
benchmark  data  for  repurchase 
agreements  (RPS)  which  are  an 
important  and  highly  volatile  component 
of  the  monetary  aggregates.  In  addition, 
survey  results  will  be  used  to  assess 
permanent  data  needs  in  the  RP  area. 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Report  of  Selected  Borrowings 
FR  2415  2415A 

Weekly,  other — see  SF83 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Large  member  banks 
SIC:  602 

General  Government:  9,754  responses; 
27,142  hours;  $147,925  Federal  cost;  2 
forms;  $542,840  public  cost;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Richard  S.  Stavneak,  202-395-6880 

Report  collects  information  on  the 
outstanding  balances  of  selected 
borrowings  in  immediately  available 
funds  of  large  member  banks  (i.e.,  those- 
with  total  assets  of  $1  billion  or  more  as 
13/31.77).  This  report,  which  provides 
information  mainly  on  Federal  funds 
and  repurchase  agreements,  is  used  in 
the  analysis  and  formulation  of 
monetary  policy.  Limited  advance 
information  is  collected  daily  by 
telephone  (FR  2415A)  from  the  fifteen 
largest  respondents. 

Extentions  (No  change) 

•  Electric  Power  Survey 
FR  2009 

Monthly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 


Public  and  private  owned  electric 
utilities 

SIC:  491,  261,  265,  281,  286,  331,  333 
General  Government:  7,200  responses; 
49,464  hours;  $17,000  Federal  cost;  2 
forms;  $741,960  public  cost:  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Richard  S.  Stavneak,  202-395-6880 

Report  collects  information  on  the 
volume  of  electric  power  sold  to  mining 
or  manufacUuring  establishments  or 
generated  by  such  establishments  for 
their  own  use.  Survey  results  are  used 
as  a  proxy  for  physical  production 
measures  in  certain  categories  of  the 
industrial  production  index. 

•  Complaint  form 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Anyone  with  any  complaint  involving  a 
State  member  bank  General 
Government:  70  responses;  35  hours; 
$626  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $300  public 
cost;  not  applicable  imder  3504(h) 
Richard  S.  Stavneak,  202-395-6880 

This  form  is  made  available  to  the 
public  for  use  in  reporting  consumer 
complaints  involving  State  member 
banks. 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — John  F. 
Gilmore— 202-566-1164 

New 

•  Service  Contract  Act  of  1965  (as 
amended) 

2166 

Other — See  SF83 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Individs,  firms  and  organ  performing 
SVCS  on  GSA  contracts 
SIC:  734,  739,  762 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
General  property  and  records 
management:  2,500  responses;  250,000 
hours;  $253,250  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
$1,705,000  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Franklin  S.  Reeder,  202-395-3785 

The  GSA  form  2166  provides 
information  to  prospective  bidders  and 
contractor  on  building  service  contracts 
and  other  nonpersonal  service  contracts 
regarding  their  obligations  under  the 
Service  Contract  Act  of  1965. 

INTERNATIONAL  COMMUNICATION  AGENCY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^Mary  Jane 
Winnett— 202-523-4308 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Certificate  of  International 
Educational  Character  Wall  Chart, 
Map  and  Poster 

IAP-8 

On  occasion 


Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Producers  and  distributors  of  audio 
visual  materials. 

SIC:  All 

Foreign  information  and  exchange 
activities:  25  responses:  25  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Phillip  T.  Balazs,  202-395-4614 

Form  is  supplied  on  request  to  U.S. 
producers  and  distributors  of 
educational,  scientific  and  cultural 
visual  and  auditory  materials  (wall 
chart,  map,  and  poster)  who  have 
interest  in  exporting  their  materials 
abroad. 

•  Application  for  certificate  of 
International  Educational  Character — 
Motion  Picture 

IAP-1 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Producers  and  distributors  of  audio 
visual  materials. 

SIC:  All 

Foreign  information  and  exchange 
activities:  25  responses:  400  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Phillip  T.  Balazs.  202-395-4614 

Form  is  supplied  on  request  to  U.S. 
producers  and  distributors  of 
educational,  scientific  and  cultural 
visual  and  auditory  materials  abroad. 

•  Application  for  Certificate  of 
International  Education  Character — 
Recording 

IAP-2 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Producers  and  distributors  of  audio 
visual  materials. 

SIC;  All 

Foreign  information  and  exchange 
activities:  25  responses:  75  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form:  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Phillip  T.  Balazs.  202-395-4814 

Form  is  supplied  on  request  to  U.S. 
producers  and  distributors  of 
educational,  scientific  and  cultural 
visual  and  auditory  materials — 
recording — ^who  have  interest  in 
exporting  their  materials  abroad. 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Stephen 
Scott— 301-492-8585 

New 

•  Generic  Letter  Re:  Odyn  Code 
Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
NRC  licensees 
SIC:  483 


62578 


Federal  llegister  /  Vol.  46,  No.  247  /  Thursday,  December  24,  1961  /  Notices 


Energy  information,  policy,  and 
regulation:  22  responses;  109,824 
hours;  $80,000  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Jefferson  B.  Hill.  202-395-^7340 

NRC  plans  to  request  NRC  licensees 
to  perform  analysis  on  use  of  Odyn 
codes  and  report  results  of  such 
reviews. 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Confidential  Statement  of 
Emplo3mient  and  Financial  Interests, 
10  CFR  0.735-28 

NRC  443 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
NRC  consultants  and  potential 
employees 

Energy  information,  policy,  and 
relation:  200  responses;  200  hours; 
$16,000  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Jefferson  B.  Hill,  202-395-7340 

Provides  basic  data  for  potential 
agency  employees  and/or  consultants  to 
preclude  any  potential  conflict  of 
interest 

OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL  MANAGEMENT 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — John  P. 
Weld— 202-632-7720 

Revisions 

•  Applicant  Research  Questionnaire 
CPM 1388 

On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Individuals  applying  for  Federal 
employment 

Central  personnel  management:  300,000 
responses;  254K)0  hours;  $40,000 
Federal  cost  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 

Used  by  OPM  and  agencies  to  coQect 
race,  sex,  and  national  origin  data  for 
determining  impact  of  selection 
procedures  and  for  complying  with 
provisions  as  Luevanc  V.  Campbell, 
Civil  Action  79-0271,  U.S.  District  Court 
for  D.C. 

National  Scurry, 

Chief,  Reports  Management. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36328  Filed  12-23-81:  ft4S  ani| 

BILLING  CODE  3110-01-M 


Ageny  Forms  Under  Review 

December  21, 1981. 

Background 

When  executive  departments  and 
agencies  propose  public  use  forms, 
reporting,  or  recoi^eeping 
requirements,  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (0MB)  reviews  and  acts  on 


those  requirements  imder  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C.  Chapter  35). 
Departments  and  agencies  use  a  number 
of  techniques  including  public  hearings 
to  consult  with  the  public  cm  significant 
reporting  requirements  before  seekmg 
OMB  approval  0MB  in  carrying  out  its 
responsibility  under  the  Act  also 
considers  comments  on  the  forms  and 
recordkeeping  requirements  that  will 
affect  the  public. 

List  of  Forms  Under  Review 

Every  Monday  and  Thursday  OMB 
publishes  a  list  of  the  agency  forms 
received  for  review  since  the  last  list 
was  published.  The  list  has  all  the 
entries  for  one  agency  together  and 
grouped  into  new  forms,  revisions, 
extensions  (burden  change),  extensions 
(no  change),  or  reinstatements.  The 
agency  clearance  officer  can  tell  you  the 
nature  of  any  particular  revision  you  are 
interested  in.  Each  entry  contains  the 
following  information: 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  agency  clearance  officer  (firom 
whom  a  copy  of  the  form  and  supporting 
documents  is  availaUe): 

The  office  of  the  agency  issuing  this 
form; 

The  title  of  the  form; 

The  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable; 

How  often  the  form  must  be  filled  out; 

Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to 
report; 

The  Standard  Industrial  Classification 
(SIC)  codes,  referring  to  specific 
respondent  groups  that  are  affected; 

Whether  small  businesses  or 
organizations  are  affected; 

Adescription  of  the  Federal  budget 
functional  category  that  covers  the 
information  coUection; 

An  estimate  of  the  number  of 
responses; 

An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
hours  needed  to  fill  out  the  form; 

An  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  Federal 
Government; 

An  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  public; 

The  number  of  forms  in  the  request  for 
approval; 

An  indication  of  whether  section 
3504(h)  of  Pub.  L.  96-511  applies; 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  person  or  office  responsible  for  OMB 
review;  and 

An  abstract  describing  the  need  for 
and  uses  of  the  information  collection. 

Reporting  or  recordkeeping 
requirements  that  appear  to  raise  no 
significant  issues  are  approved 
promptly.  Our  usual  practice  is  not  to 
take  any  action  on  proposed  reporting 
requirements  until  at  least  10  working 
days  after  notice  in  the  Fedeiiri  Register, 


but  occasionally  the  public  interest 
requires  more  rapid  action. 

Q  Comments  and  Questions 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supportng  documents  may  be  obtained 
from  the  agency  clearance  officer  whose 
name  and  tekphcme  number  appear 
imder  the  agency  name.  The  agency 
clearance  officer  will  send  you  a  copy  of 
the  proposed  form,  the  request  for 
clearance  (SF83),  supporting  statement, 
instructions,  transmittal  letters,  and 
other  documents  that  are  submitted  to 
OMB  for  review^  If  you  experience 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  information 
you  need  in  reasonable  time,  please 
advise  the  OMB  reviewer  to  whom  the 
report  is  assigned.  Comments  and 
questions  about  the  items  on  this  list 
shoud  be  directed  to  the  OMB  reviewer 
or  office  listed  at  the  end  of  each  entry. 

If  you  anticipate  commenting  on  a 
form  but  find  that  time  to  prepare  virill 
prevent  you  from  submitting  comments 
promptly,  you  should  advise  the 
reviewer  of  your  intent  as  early  as 
possible. 

The  timing  and  format  of  this  notice 
have  been  changed  to  make  the 
publication  of  the  notice  predictable  and 
to  give  a  clearer  explanation  of  this 
process  to  the  public.  If  you  have 
eomments  and  suggestions  for  further 
improvements  to  this  notice,  please  send 
them  to  Jim  J.  Tozzi,  Deputy 
Administrator,  Office  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Affairs,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  726  Jackson 
Place  NW.,  Nothwest,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Richard  J.' 
Schrimper — ^202-447-6201 

New 

•  Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
Part  283,  Food  Distribution  Program  for 
Households  on  Indian  reservations — 
(Recordkeeping) 

On  occasion 

State  or  local  governments 
State  agencies  or  Indian  tribal  organ 
acting  as  State,  etc. 

SIC;  943 

Food  and  nutrition  assistance:  54,800 
responses;  9,400  hours;  $69,562  Federal 
cost:  1  form;  $94,000  public  cost;  not 
applicable  under  3504(hJ 
Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

Part  283 — Administration  of  the  food 
distribution  program  on  Indian 
reservations  describes  the  terms  and 
conditions  under  which  commodity 
foods  may  be  distributed  to  households , 
on  or  near  an  Indian  reservation  and 
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how  the  program  shall  be  administered 
by  capable  Indian  tribal  organizations. 

•  Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

Part  283,  Food  Distribution  Program  for 
Households  on  Indian  Reservation 
Household  application  form 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Indian  households  or  households  on 
Indian  reservations,  etc. 

Food  and  nutrition  assistance:  27,000 
responses;  13,500  hours;  $90,062 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  $135,000  public 
cost;  not  applicable  under  3504(h] 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

Part  283 — ^Administration  of  the  food 
distribution  program  on  Indian 
reservations  describes  the  terms  and 
conditions  under  which  commodity 
foods  may  be  distributed  to  households 
on  or  near  an  Indian  reservation  and 
how  the  program  shall  be  administered 
by  capable  Indian  tribal  organizations. 

Revisions 

•  Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

Food  Stamp  Program  Regulations — Part 
278 

FNS  252,  252-2,  252-3,  350 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Wholesale  food  concerns,  retail  food 
stores 

SIC:  540,  514 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Food  and  nutrition  assistance:  212,791 
responses;  23,580  hours;  $28,462 
Federal  cost;  4  forms;  $35,800  public 
cost;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

FNS  needs  applicants’  gross  and  food 
sales  volumes  and  statement  of  whether 
staple  foods  are  more  than  half  of 
eligible  food  sales  to  decide 'whether  the 
applicants  should  be  authorized.  FNS 
uses  sales  volume  with  other  data  to 
detect  the  possibility  of  violations  of  the 
rules. 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

Part  283 — Food  Distribution  Program  for 
Households  on  Indian  Reservations 
On  occasion,  monthly,  quarterly, 
annually 

State  or  local  governments 
State  agencies  or  Indian  tribal 
organizations 
SIC:  943 

Food  and  nutrition  assistance:  152,320 
responses;  29,185  hours;  $168,487 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  $291,850  public 
cost;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-7340 

Part  283 — ^Administration  of  the  food 
distribution  program  on  Indian 
reservation  describes  the  terms  and 


conditions  under  which  commodity  may 
be  distributed  to  households  on  or  near 
an  Indian  reservation  and  how  the 
program  shall  be  administered  by 
capable  Indian  tribal  organizations. 

Reinstatements 

•  Economics  and  Statistics  Service 
1981  National  Pesticide  Usage  Survey 
Annually 

Farms 

Producers  of  crops  and  livestock  in  33 
States 

SIC:  Oil,  013,  019, 021, 024,  029 
Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Agricultural  research  and  services: 

15,786  responses;  6,397  hours; 
$1,215,000  Federal  cost;  4  forms; 
$102,352  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Statistical  policy  branch,  202-395-7313 

This  survey  provides  for  a  continuing 
series  of  pesticide  usage  and  pest 
management  data.  The  data  will  be  used 
for  assessing  the  impact  of  U.S.  EPA 
pesticide  regulations,  evaluating 
pesticide  use  patterns,  research  in 
pesticide  use,  and  general  information 
on  pest  control. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^Edward 
Michals— 202-377-3627 

New 

•  Bureau  of  the  Census 
Background  Survey  Questionnaire 
BC-1297 

Nonrecurring 
Individuals  or  households 
Applicants  for  Tel  Interviewer  Positions, 
Random  Digit,  Etc.,  Other 
Advancement  and  Regulation  of 
Commerce:  150  responses;  6  hours; 
$1,000  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Statistical  Policy  Branch,  202-395-7313 

Plan  is  to  collect  information  on 
telephone  interviewer  applicants  in 
research  study  between  March  and 
August  1982.  Information  on  race/ 
ethnicity  is  required  by  uniform 
guidelines  on  employee  selection 
procedures  for  use  in  adverse  impact 
assessment.  All  information  requested 
will  be  utilized  in  evaluating  telephone 
interviewer  personnel  practices  under 
study. 

Revisions 

•  Economic  and  Statistical  Analysis 
Direct  Transactions  of  U.S.  Reporter 

with  Foreign  Affiliate  Incorporated 
Abroad 
DE-577 
Quarterly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
U.S.  buss  enterprises  which  have  an 
equity  int  of  10%,  etc. 


SIC:  All 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  35,300  responses:  35,300 
hours;  $350,000  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
$882,500  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Statistical  Policy  Branch,  202-395-7313 

Secures  data  on  current  and  capital 
account  transactions  between  U.S. 
persons  and  foreign  business  enterprises 
in  which  they  have  an  equity  interest  of 
10  percent  of  more.  Consists  of  data  on 
earnings;  dividends,  interest,  and  fees 
and  royalties  received;  and  outstanding 
debt  and  equity  position.  Authorized  by 
the  International  Investment  Survey  Act 
of  1976  (P.1,.  94-472).  Required  for  the 
preparation  of  the  U.S.  balance  of 
payment  accounts. 

•  Bureau  of  the  Census 
Boimdary  and  Annexation  Survey 
BAS-1,  -2  -4,  -5,  -6,  -6  BAS  33(L) 
Annually 

State  or  local  governments 
State  and  local  govermnents 
SIC:  999 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  7,900  responses;  2,500 
hours;  $400,000  Federal  cost;  4  forms; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Statistical  Policy  Branch,  202-395-7313 

The  Bureau  of  the  Census  needs  to 
have  accurate  up-to-date  boundary 
information  for  tabulating,  economic 
and  decennial  data  for  local  areas. 

•  Bureau  of  the  Census 
Annual  Retail  Trade  Report 
B-151  B-151A  B-152  B-53 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Form  will  be  mailed  to  a  sample  of 
stores  in  all  retail,  etc 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  32,000  responses;  12,800 
hours;  $492,000  Federal  cost:  4  forms; 
$128,000  public  cost:  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Statistical  Policy  Branch,  202-395-7313 

The  annual  retail  trade  survey 
provides  the  only  continuing 
authoritative  measure  of  annual  sales 
and  industry.  The  annual  sales  and  end- 
of-year  inventory  estimates  are  used  as 
a  benchmark  for  developing  monthly 
retail  sales  and  inventory  estimates.  The 
survey  also  provides  the  only  complete 
sample  results  producing  method  of 
inventory  valuation  data. 

Estensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 
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Oceanic  Gamefish  Investigations  Big 
Game  Fishing  Log 
NOAA  88-0)4 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Sport  fishermen 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  15,150  responses;  500 
hours;  $63,100  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h] 

William  T.  Adams,  202-395-4814 

Collection  of  catch,  fishing  effort,  and 
biological  data  on  billfishes  is  necessary 
for  the  preservation  and  management  of 
the  species.  The  continuation  of  this 
study  is  necessitated  by  the  long  life 
span  of  this  important  recreational 
resource. 

•  International  Trade  Administration 
Export  Assistance  Services  end  user 

survey 
ITA-4078P 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
U.S.  firms  which  subscribe  to  ITA 
export  asst,  programs. 

SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  6,200  responses:  3,100 
hours;  $160,000  Federal  cost:  1  form; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

William  T.  Adams,  202-395-^814 

The  questioimaire  is  used  to  collect 
data  for  necessary  evaluation  of  ail 
export  marketing  assistance  programs  of 
ITA. 

•  International  Trade  Administration 
Emergency  Application  for  Rating  or 

Directive  Assistance 

rrA-993 

Other — see  SF83 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Producers  of  industrial  products 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  1  response;  1  hour;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h] 

William  T.  Adams.  202-395-4814 

The  information  collected  is  required 
for  the  enforcement  and  administration 
of  the  delegated  authority  of  the  Defense 
Produgtion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended  (50 
U.S.C.  App.  2061  et  seq.)  to  assure 
delivery  of  military  and  energy  essential 
supplies  and  equipment  on  a  timely 
basis. 

•  Bureau  of  the  Census 

Survey  of  Local  Government  Finances 
(School  System) 

F-33.  33-1,  33-Ll.  &  33-L3 
Annually 

State  or  local  governments 
State  &  local  educational  agencies 


SIC:  999 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  16,604  responses;  1,400 
hours;  $263,000  Federal  cost;  4  forms; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 

The  F-33  form  is  used  to  collect 
financial  data  for  public  school  systems. 
Data  are  incorporated  with  other  local 
government  finance  data  and  entered 
into  the  national  income  accounts.  Data 
are  also  used  in  long  established  bureau 
reports  and  to  determine  revenue 
sharing  entitlements. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Wallace 
McPherson— 202-42&-7304 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Office  of  Educational  Research  and 
Improvement 

State-Level  Persormel  Exchange 
(Elementary-Secondary) 

2428-1,  2428-2,  2428-3 
Annually 

State  or  local  governments 
State  education  agencies 
SIC:  941 

Research  and  general  education  aids:  96 
responses;  48  hours;  $27,680  Federal 
cost;  3  forms;  $720  public  cost;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 

NCES  was  mandated  by  P.L.  93-380  to 
"assist  State  and  local  educational 
agencies  in  improving  and  automating 
their  statistical  and  data  collection 
activities.”  As  part  of  its  assistance 
program,  NCES  has  established  a  State- 
level  personnel  exchange  to  facilitate 
the  interchange  of  information  and 
expertise  among  States. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND  HUMAN 
SERVICES 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Joseph 
Stmad— 202-245-7488 

New 

•  Departmental  Management 
Evaluation  of  the  Medicare  Mental 
Health  Demonstration 
National  survey 
OS-27-81 
Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
2,000  ambulatory  mental  health  facilities 
SIC:  808 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Public  assistance  and  other  income 
supplements:  2,000  responses;  667 
hours;  $25,280  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Gwendolyn  Pla,  202-395-6880 


The  evaluation  is.  designed  to  assess 
the  costs  of  medicare-financed 
ambulatory  mental  health  care.  Forty- 
five  nationally  selected  mental  health 
settings  are  receiving  medicare  waivers 
that  modify  some  current  medicare 
reimbursement  limitations.  A  national 
survey  of  all  ambulatory  settings  will  be 
conducted  on  a  one-time  basis  for 
extrapolating  the  demonstration  results 
on  a  nationwide  basis.  ^ 

•  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental 
Health  Administration 

Inventory  of  Mental  Health 
Organizations 
ADM  25-1 
Biennially 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Non-Federal  mental  health 
organizations 
SIC:  806 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Health:  1,425  responses;  2,138  hours; 
$213,809  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $21,3^ 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Gwendolyn  Pla.  202-395-6880 

The  inventory  provides  an  updated 
universe  of  psychiatric  organizations  to 
serve  as  a  sampling  frame  for  sample 
surveys.  It  also  provides  descriptive 
information  regarding  facilities  which  is 
crucial  to  monitoring  developments  in 
the  specialty  mental  health  sector  and  to 
monitoring  progress  toward  national 
mental  health  goals. 

Revisions 

•  Social  Security  Administration 
Medical  History  and  Disability  Report — 

Widow,  Widower,  Surviving  Divorced 
Wife,  Disabled  Child 
SSA-3820  (10-81) 

On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Claimants  under  title  II,  and  title  XVI 
provisions 

General  retirement  and  disability 
insurance:  134,000  responses;  46,667 
hours;  $250,042  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 

Sections  216(i),  223(d),  and  1614(a)(1) 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  provide  for 
information  regarding  medical  evidence 
required  to  determine  eligibility  for 
social  security  disability  benefits.  This 
form  elicits  the  information  required  to 
make  a  determination  on  the  claimant’s 
entitlement  to  such  benefits. 

Extensions  (no  change) 

•  Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
Quarterly  Showing 

HCFA-41 

Quarterly 

State  or  local  governments 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  247  /  Thursday,  December  24,  1981  /  Notices 


62581 


Medicaid  State  agencies 
SIC:  919 

Health:  200  responses;  9,000  hours: 

$8,208  Federal  cost;  S^.OOO  public 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Richard  Eisinger,  202-395-6880 

This  form  provides  documentary 
evidence  certifying  the-effectiveness  of 
the  State  utilization  control  program  for 
all  medical  care  facilities  participating 
in  the  medicaid  program. 

Department  of  Labor 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Paul  E. 
Urson— 202-523-6331 

New 

•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Condition  Inspection  Reports 

OSHA-237 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Shipyard  industry 
SIC;  373 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  2,500  responses;  1,250  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  $6,250  public  cost;  1 
form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

To  help  ensure  that  hooks  that  have 
no  manufacturer’s  guideline  for 
maximum  loads  are  tested  and  to  help 
ensure  than  non-fixed  vesels  are 
similarly  tested. 

•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Oxygen  and  Toxic  Gas  Test 
OSHA-230 
On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Construction  employer 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  14,000  responses;  700  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  $6,300  public  cost;  1  . 
form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

The  required  information  is  needed 
when  internal  combustion  engines 
exhaust  into  an  enclosed  space  to 
assure  that  oxygen  and  toxic  gas  levels 
are  properly  controlled  to  eliminate 
employees  exposure  to  a  hazardous 
environment. 

•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

29  CFR  Part  1910,  Subpart  F,  Manlifts, 
1910-68(e)(3) 

OSHA-200 

Monthly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
General  industry  workplaces  which 
utilize  manlifts 


SIC:  Multiple 

Small  Businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  36,000  responses;  6,000  hours; 

$0  Federal  cost;  ^2,938  public  cost;  1 
form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

All  manlifts  shall  be  inspected  by  a 
competent  designated  person  at 
intervals  of  not  more  than  30  days.  Limit 
switches  shall  be  checked  weekly.  A 
written  record  shall  be  kept  of  findings 
at  each  inspection.  Records  of 
inspection  shall  be  made  available  to 
the  assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  or  his 
duly  authorized  representative. 

•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Installation  and  Operation  of  Resistance 
Welding  Equipment 
1910.252(c)(6)  maintenance 
OSHA-219 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Maintenance  shops,  auto  body  shops. 

fabrication  plants,  etc. 

SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  Occupational  Health  and 
Safety:  2,500,000  responses;  83,333 
hours;  $0  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $416,665 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

The  information  is  needed  to  assure 
the  effectiveness  of  the  regulation.  The 
recordkeeping  provides  the  Agency  with 
adequate  information  to  indicate  that 
equipment  is  maintained  properly  and 
may  prevent  severe  physical  harm  or 
death. 

•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Telecommunication  Training  Record 
OSHA-220 

Nonrecurring  on  occasion 
Businesses  or  toerh  institutions 
Telecommunications  industry  employers 
SIC:  481,  482,  483,  489 
Consumer  and  Occupational  Health  and 
Safety:  17,500  responses:  14,300  hours; 
$0  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $107,250 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

In  9  CFR  1910.268  OSHA  requires 
telecommunications  employers  to  keep 
training  records  for  their  employees.  The 
record  must  include:  (1)  a  description  of 
the  training  program  with  a  list  of 
subject  courses.  (2)  the  types  of 
employees  taking  Ae  courses,  and  (3)  a 
record  of  employees  who  have  received 
the  training. 

•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 


Medical  and  dive  related  logs 

OSHA-221 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Commercial  divers 
SIC:  739 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  Occupational  Health  and 
Safety:  52,600  responses;  265,300 
hours;  $0  Federal  cosh  1  form; 
$1,326,500  public  cosh  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins.  202-395-6880 

To  help  ensure  safe  decompression  of 
divers  exposed  to  hyperbartic 
conditions.  Logs  wiU  be  used  by 
employees  as  aides  to  achieve  this  goaL 
•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Eight  Carcinogenic  Substances  29  CFR 
1910.1007 
1014(G)(2) 

OSHA-222 
On  occasion  annually 
Business  or  other  institutions 
Employers  having  establishments  where 
carcinogens  is  manufacturer. 

SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  Occupational  Health  and 
Safety:  13,850  responses;  6,925  hours; 
$3,500  Federal  cosh  1  form;  $50,899 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

These  regulations  require  employers 
to  maintain  complete  and  accurate 
records  of  employee  medical 
examinations  conducted  in  connection 
with  the  standards,  and  to  forward  them 
to  the  director  of  NIOSH  upon 
termination  of  the  employee's 
employment  or  in  the  event  the 
employer  ceases  business  without  a 
successor.  Such  recordkeeping  is  useful 
to  the  employer,  employee,  physician, 
and  the  government  in  determining 
whether  an  employee’s  exposure  to  one 
or  more  of  these  carciogenic 

•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

N-nitrosodimetheylamine  29  CFR 
1910.1016(G)(2) 

OSHA-224 

On  occasion,  annually 
Business  or  other  institutions 
Employers  having  establishments  N- 
nitrosodimethylamine 
SIC:  281,  282,  286,  307 
Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  Occupational  Health  and 
Safety:  423  responses:  212  hours;  $500 
Federal  cosh  1  form;  $1,558  public 
cost;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Laveme  V.  Collins.  202-395-6880 
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Employers  to  maintain  complete  and 
accurate  records  of  employee  medical 
examinations  conducted  in  connection 
with  the  standard  and  to  forward  them 
to  the  director  of  NIOSH  upon 
termination  of  the  employee’s 
employment  or  in  the  event  the 
employer  ceases  business  without  a 
successor. 

•  Occupational  Safety  aiid  Health 
Administration 

Cotton  dust  29  CFR  1910.1043(K) 
OSHA-226 

On  occasion,  semiannually,  annually 
Business  or  other  institutions 
Employers  with  establishments  J 
involving  cotton  dust 
SIC:  207,  221,  222,  224,  225,  228,  229,  251 
Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  Occupational  Health  and 
Safety:  934,200  responses;  467,100 
hours;  $500  Federal  cost;  3  forms; 
$2,347,172  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

This  regulation  requires  employers  to 
establish  and  maintain  accurate  records 
of  exposure  monitoring  and  medical 
surveillance  for  employees  exposed  to 
cotton  dust  These  records  are  useful  to 
the  employer,  employee,  physician  and 
the  Government  in  determining  whether 
an  employee’s  exposure  to  cotton  dust 
has  had  an  effect  on  his/her  health. 

•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Assured  equipment  grounding  conductor 
program  records 
OSHA-227 

Nonrcurring;  quarterly 
Business  or  other  institutions 
ConstructicMi  firms 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  2,250,000  responses;  265,200 
hours;  $0  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
$2,652,000  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504  (h) 

Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

These  records  are  needed  so  that 
compliance  with  the  other  requirements 
of  the  assured  grounding  program  can  be 
checked.  The  records  consist  of  a 
written  description  of  the  employer’s 
program  and  records  of  aU  tests.  Test 
records  need  not  be  written  but  ihay  be 
in  the  form  of  color  coding. 

•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Physician’s  Exam 
OSHA-234 
On  occasion 

Businesses  (»  other  institutions 
25  heavy  construction  general 
contractors 


SIC:  162 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  292  responses;  219  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  $6,570  public 
cost;  not  applicable  under  3504  (h) 
Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

The  physicians’  record  is  needed  to 
ensure  that  an  employees’  physiological 
ability  to  function  in  a  compressed  air 
environment  continues  while  assigned 
to  such  work. 

•  Emplo3mient  Standards 
Administration 

Medical  Recordkeeping  Requirement 

ESA-CA-37 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Physicians  and  others  providing  medical 
treatment 
SIC:  999 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Income  security:  795,000  responses; 
26,500  hours;  $0  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
not  applicable  under  3504  (h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins.  202-395-6880 

Recordkeeping  requirements  for 
physicians  treating  and  examining 
FECA  claimants.  Medical  reports  based 
on  records  are  an  important  factor  in  the 
adjudication  of  the  claims  for  benefits. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Escapeway  and  Escape  Facilities 

MSHA-225R 

Weekly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Active  underground  coal  mines  in  U.S. 
SIC:  111  121 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  150,876  responses;  150,876 
hours;  $0  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  imder  3504  (h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Requires  examination  of  escapeway 
routes  by  a  certified  person.  The 
information  is  used  to  ensure 
compliance  with  safety  regulations. 
Authority  established  by  Public  Law  95- 
164. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Weekly  Inspections  of  Fire  Suppression 
Devices 
MSHA-230R 
Weekly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Nation’s  active  coal  mines 
SIC:  111  121 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  2,320,800  responses;  232,080 
hours;  $0  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  and«'  3504  (h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 


The  unhealthy  mine  environment 
requires  frequent  monitoring.  The 
records  indicate  that  emergency  safety 
equipment  has  been  inspected  as 
required  and  reduces  the  possibility  of 
equipment  failure  in  an  emergency. 
Authority  established  by  Public  Law  95- 
164. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Records  of  Fire  Drills  and  Programs  To 
Instruct  and  Train  Miners  in  Location 
and  Use  of  Fire-Fighting  Equipment 
MSHA-220R 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Nation’s  active  coal  mines 
SIC:  111  121 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  2,601  responses;  650  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504  (h) 

Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Requires  operators  to  keep  a  record  of 
fire  drills  and  institute  a  program  to 
train  all  miners  in  the  use  and  location 
of  fire-fighting  equipment.  Authority 
established  by  Public  Law  95-164. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Mine  Evacuation  Drill  Records 

MSHA-423R 

SemiannuaUy 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Underground  metal/nonmetal  mines 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  900  responses;  75,000  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504  (h) 

Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6680 

Mine  evacuation  drills  prepare  the 
underground  miner  for  immediate  and 
appropriate  response  to  an  underground 
emergency.  ’The  semiannual  drill 
requirement  helps  assure  that  new 
employees  will  receive  the  practice  and 
all  employees  can  be  updated  regarding 
evacuation  plan  changes. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Compressed  Air  Receivers  and  Pressure 
Vessels  Inspection 
MSHA-413R 
Annually/biennially 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Metal/nonmetal  mining  industry 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  9,000  responses;  9,000  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  aj^Iiceble 
under  3504  (h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 
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Standard  recognizes  the  hazards  of 
deteriorated  pressure  vessels  and 
requires  inspection  by  personnel  with 
appropriate  expertise.  Records  of  these 
inspections  are  made  by  non-operator 
personnel  and  copies  are  maintained  for 
MSHA  check. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Instruction  Records  of  Mine  Emergency 
Training  and  Self-Rescuer  Training 
MSHA-408R 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Underground  metal/nonmetal  mines 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  900  responses;  56,250  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504 (h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Mine  emergency  training  and  self 
rescuer  training  is  required  for  all 
underground  personnel.  The 
instructional  material  and  instruction 
records  must  be  retained  for  MSHA 
inspection  to  assme  that  ail  personnel 
involved  will  understand  the 
appropriate  emergency  procedures, 
particularly  self-protection  afforded  by 
the  self  rescuer  during  a  Rre. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Employee  Instruction  Record  for  Escape, 
Evacuation,  Fire  Alarm  Signals,  and 
Emergency  Procedures  (Underground) 
MSHA-402R 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions  . 
Underground  metal/nonmetal  mines 
SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  900  responses;  37,500  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Laverne  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Escape  and  evacuation  plans  and 
procedures  must  be  understood  and 
quickly  implemented  by  all  underground 
employees.  The  instruction  on  a  regular 
basis  assures  this  understanding. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Work  Site  Examinations  for  Safety  and 
Health  Conditions 
MSHA-407R 
Other — see  SF83 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Metal/nonmetal  mining  industry 
SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  14,900  responses;  198,666 
hours;  $0  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under^504(h) 


Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Woik-site  examinations  are  required 
to  be  made  by  a  competent  person  on 
each  shift.  Records  must  be  retained  for 
one  year.  Examinations  which  detect 
imminent  danger  situations  must  result 
in  personnel  removal  from  the  area. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Impoundment  or  Refuse  Pile  Engineering 
Plans 

MSHA-217  MSHA-216 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Active  coal  mines 
SIC:  111  121 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  90  responses;  78,150  hours; 

$5,385  Federal  cost;  2  forms;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h] 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Requires  operators  to  submit  reports 
concerning  refuse  piles  construction 
prior  to  beginning  any  work.  The 
information  is  used  to  monitor  potential 
hazardous  conditions.  Authority 
established  by  Public  Law  95-164. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Radon  Daughter  Sampling 

MSHA-403R 

Other — see  SF83 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 

Underground  metal/nonmetal  mines 

SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  300  responses;  27,000  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Requires  that  operator  sampling  be 
performed  bi-weekly  to  determine  radon  , 
daughter  concentration  where  uranium 
is  mined,  quarterly  where  uranium  is  not 
mined,  and  that  records  be  kept. 

Sampling  is  required  to  ensure  that 
worker’s  are  not  exposed  to 
concentrations  of  radon  daughters  in 
excess  of  permissible  limits.  The 
information  is  used  to  determine  that  the 
workers  health  is  protected. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Instmction  Records  for  Fire  Alarm 
Signals  and  Procedures 
MSHA-420R 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
All  metal/nonmetal  mine  employees 
SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  14,900  responses;  306,600 
hours;  $0  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 


Laveme  V.  Collins.  202-395-6880 

All  mine  employees  must  be  familiar 
with  fire  alarm  signals  and  fire 
procedures  at  their  work  site.  This 
standard  assures  instruction  and  annual 
refresher  instmction  for  all  employees  to 
assure  their  safety  in  the  event  of  a  fire 
or  other  similar  emergency.  Individual 
emergency  duty  of  woricers  are  also 
explained  at  tlds  time.  The  inspector 
reviews  records  of  the  instmction  during 
regular  inspections. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Inspection  Records  of  Pressure  Vessel 
Gages,  Devices,  and  Piping 
MSHA-406R 
Annually/biennially 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Metal/nonmetal  mining  industry 
SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  9,000  responses;  9,000  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
imder  3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Standard  recognizes  the  hazards  of 
gages,  valves,  piping,  and  other  safety 
devices  fitted  cm  pressure  vessels  and 
requires  inspection  of  same  by 
personnel  with  appropriate  expertise. 
Inspections  and  recoils  are  made  by 
non-operator  personnel  Records  are 
maintained  for  MSHA  check. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Safety  Defect  Record  of  Self  Propelled 
Equipment 
MSHA-422R 
Other — see  SF83 
Business  or  other  institutions 
Metal/nonmetal  mining  industry 
SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  14,900  responses;  2,731,696 
hours;  $0  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  imder  3540(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Required  record  keeping  will  assure 
that  defects  are  known  by  the 
responsible  supervisor  who  can 
schedule  the  repair.  Record  will  assist 
operator  in  analysis  of  equipment  defect 
history  and  provide  this  information  for 
the  inspectors  pemsal. 

•  Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Unemployment  Insurance  Quality 
Appraisal 
Et  No.  365 
Annually 

State  or  local  governments 
State  emplo}rment  security  agencies 
SIC:  944 
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Training  and  employment:  53  responses; 
31,800  hours;  $75,000  Federal  cost;  28 
forms;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Annual  Appraisal  of  State 
administration  of  unemployment 
insurance  program.  Results  identify 
areas  of  dehciency  which  must  then  be 
addressed  in  Budget  request  for 
following  Bscal  year. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Petitions  for  Modification  of  Mandatory 
Safety  Standards 
MSHA-706 
Other — see  SF83 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Operators  and  independent  contractors 
SIC:  999 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  300  responses;  12,000  hours; 
$300,000  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Requirements  for  an  operator  or 
independent  contractor  to  obtain  interim 
relief  from  a  mandatory  safety  standard 
and  for  a  modiflcation  of  the  mandatory 
safety  standard.  Authority  established 
by  Pub.  L  95-164. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Permissible  Equipment  Testing 
MSHA-702.  717,  708,  718 
712  705 

Other — see  SF83 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Manufacturers  of  respiratory  protective 
equipment 
SIC:,multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  5,494  responses;  351,994  hours; 
$120  Federal  cost;  6  forms;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Requires  application  for  testing  and 
approval  with  prescribed  drawings  and 
specifications,  including  changes, 
modifications,  and  quality  control  plans 
for  the  management  of  quality  of 
respiratory  protective  apparatus.  The 
information  is  used  to  evaluate  the 
design  injunction  with  tests  to  assure 
conformance  standards  prior  to 
approval  of  the  respiratory  device 
design.  Authority  established  by  Pub.  L 
95-164. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Record  of  Results  of  Examinations  of 
Electric  Equipment 
MSHA-224R.  235R,  237R,  234R 
236R,  238R,  239R 
Weekly 


Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Underground  coal  mines  and  coal  mine 
facilities 
SIC:  111  121 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  1,070,135  responses;  304,362 
hours;  $0  Federal  cost;  7  forms;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Requires  operators  to  frequently 
examine,  test  and  properly  maintain 
electric  equipment.  Needed  to  ensure 
that  the  required  examinations  are 
conducted  by  mine  operators.  Authority 
established  by  Pub.  L  95-164. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Physical  Qualification  for  Mine  Rescue 
Work 

MSHA-5000-3 

Annually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Underground  mines 
SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  700,000  responses;  3,500  hours; 
$0  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6860 

Requires  that  each  rescue  team 
member  and  alternate  be  certiBed  by  a 
physical  to  be  Bt  to  perform  strenuous 
rescue  and  recovery  work.  The 
certiBcation  must  be  submitted  on 
approved  MSHA  forms.  Authority 
established  by  the  Federal  Mine  Safety 
Act  of  1977,  Pub.  L  95-164 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

CertiBcation/QualiBcation  Program 
MSHA  5000-4,  5000-7 
Semiarmually,  annually 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Coal  mine  operators  and  personnel 
SIC;  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  6,400  responses;  1,000  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  2  forms;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

30  CFR,  sections  75  and  77  state  that 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  may  temporarily 
qualify  certain  persons  to  perform  tests 
and  operate  hoists.  These  sections  detail 
the  procedures  and  requirements 
necessary  for  certiBcation/qualiBcation. 
Form  5000-4  and  5000-7  provide  the 
mining  industry  with  an  expeditious  and 
nationally  uniform  method  for  total 
compliance  with  the  law. 

•  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

New  and  Experienced  Miner  Training 


5000-23 

Other — See  SF83 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Mine  operators  end  personnel 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  1,000,000  responses;  80,000 
hours;  $168,200  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Title  30  CFR,  sections  48.5,  48.6,  48.7, 
48.8,  and  48.11  detail  the  various  training 
requirements  applicable  to  coal  miners 
at  the  Nation's  mines.  Form  5000-23 
provides  the  mining  industry  with  an 
expeditious  and  nationally  uniform 
method  for  the  compilation  of  this  safety 
training  information. 

Revisions 

•  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 
Log  and  Summary  of  Occupational 
Injuries  and  Illnesses  Supplementary 
Record  of  Occupational  injuries  and 
Illnesses 

OSHA  200,  OSHA 101 
Other — See  SF83 

State  or  local  govemments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
Employers  in  covered  employment 
recordable  occupation 
SIC:  All 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  labor  services:  1  response;  480,900 
hours;  $37,700  Federal  cost;  2  forms; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Statistical  Policy  Branch.  202-395-7313 

The  OSH  Act  requires  employers  to 
prepare  and  maintain  records  of 
occupational  injuries  and  illnesses. 

These  records  are  necessary  for  carrying 
out  the  purposes  of  the  act.  They  assist 
OSHA  in  making  inspections  and 
investigations,  provide  the  basis  for  a 
statistical  program,  and  raise  awareness 
of  employees  and  employers  to 
workplace  hazards. 

Reinstatements 

Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 
Records  of  Training 
5000-23 

Other — See  SF83 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Mine  operators  and  personnel 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  1,000,000  responses;  80,000 
hours;  $168,200  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
$168,200  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Laveme  V.  Collins,  202-395-6880 

Title  30  CFR,  sections  48.5, 48.6, 48.7, 
48.8,  and  48.11  detail  the  various  training 
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requirements  applicable  to  coal  miners 
at  the  Nation’s  mines.  Form  5000-23 
provides  the  mining  industry  with  an 
expeditious  and  nationally  uniform 
method  for  the  compilation  of  this  safety 
training  information. 

•  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

Course  evaluation 
OSHA-49 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/State  or  local 
governments 

Individual  trainees  attending  courses  at 
the  OSHA  institute 
SIC:  Multiple 

Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  2,000  responses;  167  hours; 
$5,000  Federal  cost;  1  form;  $1,336 
public  cost;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Federal  Education  Data  Acquisition 
Council,  202-426-5030 

The  form  is  a  student  critique  of 
training  conducted.  It  is  completed  by 
trainees  and  used  by  OSHA  to 
determine  if  course  objectives  are  being 
met  and  if  course  revisions  are 
necessary. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TIM  TREASURY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Ms.  Joy 
Tucker— 202-634-5394 

New 

•  Internal  Revenue  Service 
Gains  and  Losses  From  Commodity 

Futures  Contracts  and  Straddle 
Positions 
6781 

Annually 

Individuals  or  households/farms/ 
businesses  or  other  institutions 
All  taxpayers  except  State  or  local 
governments 
SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Central  fiscal  operations:  100,000 
responses;  302,323  hours;  $0  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Title  V  of  P.L.  97-34  made  significant 
changes  to  the  tax  treatment  of  gains 
and  losses  from  commodity  futures 
contracts  and  straddle  positions.  Form 
6781  reflects  these  changes  including  all 
elections  provided  for  in  this  title.  The 
data  is  used  to  verify  that  the  tax 
reported  accurately  reflects  any  such 
gains  or  losses. 

•  Internal  Revenue  Service 

Safe  Harbor  Lease  Information  Return 
(Under  Section  168(f)(8)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code) 

6793 

Nonrecurring 


Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Lessors  and  lessees  under  section 
168(f)(8)  of  the  IRC 
SIC:  All 

Central  fiscal  operations:  40,000 
responses;  57,280  hours;  $0  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Fay  S.  ludicello,  202-395-3090 

Section  168(f)(8)  of  the  IRC  allows  a 
lessee  and  corporate  lessor  to  elect 
lease  status  for  property.  The  lessor  then 
claims  depreciation  andL  usually, 
investment  tax  credit.  The  information  is 
necessary  to  determine  whether  the 
conditions  for  lease  status  are  met  and 
to  evaluate  the  efiects  of  the  new  law. 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
Form  TA-1  Uniform  Form  for 

Registration  as  a  Transfer  Agent  and 
Amendment  to  Registration  as  a 
Transfer  Agent 
TA-1 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Entities  acting  as  transfer  agent  which 
are  nat’l  banks 
SIC:  602 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  80  responses;  80  hours; 
$1,000  Federal  cost;  $2,500  public  cost; 
1  form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Richard  S.  Stavneak,  202-395-6880 

Used  as  uniform  form  for  registration 
as  a  transfer  agent  and  for  amendment 
to  registration  as  a  transfer  agent 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

ATF  Distribution  Center  Survey 
ATF  F  1600.7 
On  occasion,  annually 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Manufacturers  of  alcohol,  tobacco 
products,  firearms,  etc. 

SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  law  enforcement  activities:  4,000 
responses;  70  hours;  $723  Federal  cost; 
1  form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Information  required  to  evaluate 
distribution  system,  freight  mail 
companies  and  shipping  time.  Data  used 
for  program  evaluations  shipping 
services/awards  and  other  statistical 
information. 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Requisition  for  Forms  or  Publications 
ATF  F  1600.1 
On  occasion,  annually 


Individuals  or  households/State  or  local 
govemments/businesses  or  other 
institutions 

Alcohol,  tobacco,  firearms,  explosive 
manuf,  wholesal,  etc. 

SIC:  multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  law  enforcement  activities: 

10,000  responses;  2,000  hours;  $3,298 
'  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Information  required  to  fulfill  requests 
from  public  for  various  forms  and 
publications. 

•  Bureau  of  AlcohoL  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Requisition  for  Firearms  and  Explosives 
Forms 

ATF  F  1800.8 
On  occasion,  annually 
Individuals  or  households/businesses  or 
other  institutions 
Manufacturers  of  firearms  and 
ammunition,  explosives,  etc. 

SIC:  504,  594 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  law  enforcement  activities: 
20,000  responses;  1,000  hours;  $3,834 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Information  required  to  fulfill  requests 
from  the  pubbc  for  various  forms  and 
publications,  concerning  firearms  and 
explosives. 

Reinstatements 

•  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Notice  of  Intent  To  Manufacture  Liquor 
Bottles  and  Assignment  of 
Manufacture  Number 
ATF  F  4328  (5540.1) 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Bottle  manufacturers 
SIC:  322 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Federal  law  enforcement  activities:  20 
responses;  20  hours;  $284  Federal  cost; 
1  form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Irene  Montie,  202-395-6880 

Form  is  used  to  determine  a  person 
who  intends  to  manufacture  liquor 
bottles  and  assign  a  number  of  plants 
making  liquor  bottles.  Describes  the 
person,  location  of  plan,  use  of  materials 
to  make  fiquor  bottles,  and  number 
assigned  to  plants  making  liquor  bottles. 
The  number  of  plants  is  placed  on  the 
bottle  in  its  manufacture. 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Clifford  M. 
Rand— 202-673-6042 

Revisions 

•  Part  207 — Charter  Trips  and  Special 
Services 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Certificated  route  air  carriers 
SIC:  451 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Air  transportation:  1  response;  0  hours; 

$0  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  ai^licable 
under  3504(h] 

Wayne  Leiss,  202-395-7340 

Liberalizes  the  Board's  existing  rules 
on  net  leases  (leases  of  aircraft  with 
crew]  between  airlines.  This  revision  is 
being  made  because  the  existing  rules 
are  unnecessary  barriers  to  competitive 
opportunities. 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Charles 
Casper— 301-634-7770 

New 

•  Coal  &  Wood  Burning  Appliance 
Survey 

Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Retail  stores  selling  coal  and  wood 
burning  appliances 
SIC:  571,  572,  531,  525,  596 
Small  buinesses  or  organizations 
Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  48  responses;  96  hours;  $13,000 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Mahesh  Podar,  202-395-7340 

The  survey  is  being  implemented  to 
evaluate  the  reported  success  of 
industry  efforts  to  certify  coal  and  wood 
burning  appliances  to  existing  voluntary 
standards.  The  survey  information  will 
be  used  by  the  Commission  in  its  final 
deliberation  regarding  the  need  to 
publish  a  mandatory  labeling  rule  for 
coal  and  wood  burning  appliances. 

•  Sampling  of  Indoor  Air 
Characteristics  in  Residences 

Nonrecurring 
Individuals  or  households 
Households 

Consumer  and  occupational  health  and 
safety:  100  responses;  25  hours;  $4,200 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
imder  3504(h) 

Mahesh  Podar,  202-395-7340 

This  is  a  preliminary  project  to  assess 
the  effect  of  air  exchange  rate 
meterological  conditions,  structural 
features  of  the  building  and  consumer 
product  use  on  various  pollutant  levels 
(levels  of  organics,  CO,  NO*  and 
particulates)  in  homes.  This 


questionnaire  will  be  used  in  the 
selection  of  40  homes  to  be  used  in  the 
study. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Christine 
Scoby— 202-382-2742 

New 

•  Update  of  Closure  and  Post-Closure 
Plans 

On  occasion,  other-see  SF83 
State  or  local  govemments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
Owners  of  establishments  involved  in 
hazardous  waste 
SIC;  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Pollution  control  and  abatement:  590 
responses;  295  hours;  $0  Federal  cost; 

1  form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Edward  H.  Clarke,  202-395-7340 

Owners  and  operators  of  hazardous 
waste  management  facilities  are 
required  to  revise  their  closure  and  post¬ 
closure  plans  wherever  there  is  a  change 
in  operating  procedure  affecting  it. 

•  Quality  Assurance  Specifications  and 
Requirements 

Nonrecurring 

State  or  local  govemments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
State  and  local  govts.,  educational  and 
research,  etc. 

SIC:  739,  822,  892,  951 
Pollution  control  and  abatement:  2,000 
reponses;  10,000  hours;  $75,000 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Edward  H.  Clarke,  202-395-7340 

To  satisfy  the  EPA  directive  that  all 
data  generated  for  the  agency  be 
scientifically  valid,  defensible,  and  of 
known  quality,  to  assure  EPA  quality 
assurance  requirements  are 
implemented  and  interpreted  uniformly, 
to  reduce  uncertainty  and  preparation 
costs  by  standardizing  quality  assurance 
project  plan  formats. 

•  Manifest  Requirements  for  Generators 
of  Hazardous  Waste  801 

On  occasion,  other — see  SF83 
State  or  local  govemments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
Persons  who  ship  hazardous  waste 
offsite 

SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Pollution  control  and  abatement: 
1,489,800  responses;  372,450  hours;  $0 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Edward  H.  Clarke,  202-395-7340 

The  manifest  is  the  tracking  document 
that  also  meets  the  DOT  shipping  paper 
requirements  which  allows  a  generator 
to  verify  whether  any  loan  of  hazards 


waste  is  accepted  by  designed  facility.  It 
also  helps  enforcement  officials 
establish  custody  of  any  such  load. 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  RCRA  Hazardous  Waste  Permit 
Application — ^Part  A  262 

3510-1,  3510-3 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  govemments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 

Owners  and  oper  of  facilities  that  treat. 

store,  etc. 

SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Pollution  control  and  abatement;  178 
responses;  4,628  hours;  $15,130  Federal 
cost;  2  forms;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Edward  H.  Clarke,  202-395-7340 

The  RCRA  permit  application  is 
needed  so  that  hazardous  waste 
treatment,  storage  and  disposal  facilities 
can  apply  for  a  permit  as  required  under 
section  3005  of  RCRA.  The  permit 
application  is  also  used  to  define  the 
processes  that  can  be  used  and  the 
wastes  that  can  be  handled  at  an 
existing  facility  that  has  interim  status. 

•  Notification  of  Hazardous  Waste 
Activity 

8700-12 
On  occasion 

State  or  local  govemments/businesses 
or  other  institutions 
Generators  and  transporters  of 
hazardous  waste,  etc. 

SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Pollution  control  and  abatement:  2,178 
responses;  3,267  hours;  $0  Federal 
cost;  1  form;  not  applicable  under 
3504(h] 

Edward  H.  Clarke,  202-395-7340 

The  Resource  Conservation  and 
Recovery  Act  requires  all  persons  with 
hazardous  waste  activities  to  notify 
EPA.  EPA  uses  the  information  to 
maintain  an  inventory  of  all  hazardous 
waste  activities  throughout  the  Nation. 
The  notification  form  is  also  used  for 
issuing  a  unique  EPA  identification 
number  to  each  activity. 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^Richard  D. 
Goodfriend— 202-632-7513 

Extensions  (Burden  Change) 

•  Common  Carrier  Land  Mobile 
Channel  Loading  Measurement,  Part 
22.501(l)(10)(ii) 

Quarterly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Radio  common  carrier  licensed  to  use 
the  UHF  TV  channels,  etc. 

SIC:  481 
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Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  42  responses;  84  hours: 
$11,513  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

William  T.  Adams,  202-3g&-4814 

Information  is  used  by  mobile  services 
division  staff  to  determine  if  authorized 
number  of  mobile  stations  reflects 
optimum  frequency  channel  usage. 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^Panos 
Konstas— 202-389-4481 

Revisions 

•  Consolidated  Reports  of  Condition 
and  Consolidated  Reports  of  Income 
(Mutual  Savings  Banks) 

8040/18,  8040/51 
Quarterly/  semiannually 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Mutual  savings  banks 
SIC:  603 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Mortgage  credit  and  thrift  insurance: 
2,332  responses;  44,874  hours;  $267,000 
Federal  cost;  $503,145  public  cost;  2 
forms;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 
Richard  S.  Stavneak,  202-395-6880 

Reports  are  Hied  in  accordance  with 
section  7  of  the  FDI  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1817) 
and  Part  34.2  of  the  FDIC  rules  and 
regulations.  Data  is  used  to  monitor  the 
financial  condition  and  earnings 
performance  of  individual  savings  banks 
as  well  as  the  entire  savings  bai^ 
industry.  Data  is  also  used  for  research, 
insurance  assessments  and  for  FDIC 
publications. 

•  Consolidated  Reports  of  Condition 
and  Consolidated  Reports  of  Income 
(State  Banks  Not  Members  of  the 
Federal  Reserve) 

8040/01,  OlA,  02,  2A,  03, 11. 12, 13, 17 
Semiannually 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Insured  State  nonmember  commerical 
banks 
SIC:  602 

Mortgage  credit  and  thrift  insurance: 
55,576  responses;  417,703  hours; 
$2,407,000  Federal  cost;  $3,759,327 
public  cost;  9  forms;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Richard  S.  Stavneak,  202-395-6880 

Reports  are  Bled  in  accordance  with 
section  7  of  the  FDI  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1817) 
and  Part  304.2  of  the  FDIC  rules  and 
regulations.  Data  is  used  to  monitor  the 
financial  condition  and  earnings 
performance  of  individual  banks  as  well 
as  the  entire  banking  industry.  Data  is 
also  used  for  research,  insurance 
assessments  and  for  FDIC  publications. 


FEDERAL  HO«K  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Frank  J. 
Crowne— 202-377-6025 

Revisions 

•  Application  for  Merger 
710 

Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Savings  and  Loan  Industry 
SIC:  999 

Mortgage  credit  and  thrift  insurance:  200 
responses;  8,000  hours;  $4,285  Federal 
cosh  1  form:  not  applicable  under 
3504(h) 

Richard  S.  Stavneak,  202-395-6880 

12  CFR  546,  552.13  and  563.22  require 
FSLIC  insured  associations  to  obtain 
bank  board  approval  to  merge  with  or 
acquire  the  assets  of  another  institution. 
The  merger  application  is  ued  to 
evaluate  the  ffnancial,  competitive  and 
Legal  aspects  of  the  transaction. 

Extensions  (No  Change) 

•  Application  for  Permission  to  Change 
Office  Location 

Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Savings  and  loan  industry 
SIC:  999 

Mortgage  credit  and  thrift  insurance:  146 
responses;  2,336  hours;  $4,285  Federal 
cost;  1  form:  $4,285  public  cost;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Richard  S.  Stavneak,  202-395-6880 

12  CFR  545.15  requires  Federal 
associations  to  submit  to  the  bank  board 
applications  to  change  the  location  of  an 
existing  branch  office.  The  purpose  of 
this  application  is  to  determine  if  the 
branch  can  be  established  at  the  new 
location  without  supervisory  concern 
and  imdue  injmy  to  other  local  thrift 
institutions^ 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^William 
Jones— 202-452-2983 

Extensions  (no  change) 

•  Report  of  assets  of  money  market 
mutual  funds 

FR  2051A,  2051B,  2051C 
Weekly,  monthly 
Businesses  or  o^er  institutions 
Money  Market  Mutual  Fimds 
SIC:  672 

General  government:  8,064  responses; 
953  hours;  $17,000  Federal  cost;  3 
forms;  $14,295  public  cost;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Richard  S.  Stavneak,  202-395-6880 

These  reports  provide  information  on 
the  investment  assets  of  money  market 
mutual  funds  which  is  used  in  the 
construction  of  the  monetary  aggregate 


statistics.  Diese  statistics  are  the  basic 
to  the  monetary  policy  actions  of  the 
Federal  Reserve. 

•  Ownership  of  demand  deposit 
accounts  of  individuals  partnerships, 
and  corporations 

FR2591 

Quarterly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
A  sample  of  commercial  banks 
SIC:  602 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
General  government:  944  responses; 

1,161  hours;  $11,000  Federal  cost;  1 
form;  $17,415  public  cost;  not 
applicable  tmder  3504(h) 

Richard  S.  Stavneak,  202-395-6880 

This  report  which  collects 
information  on  demand  deposits  in  five 
ownership  categories,  is  used  by  the 
Federal  Reserve  to  explain  the 
implications  of  short-run  variations  in 
the  money  supply.  Specifically  these 
data  aid  in  determining  whether  shifts  in 
the  money  supply  are  due  to  changes  in 
sector  distribution  or  to  behavioral 
changes  within  a  given  sector. 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Carl 
Havener— 202-523-3373 

New 

•  Service  order,  invoice,  and  receipt 
FTC  14 

On  occasion 

Individuals  or  househoIds/State  or  local 
govemments/businesses  or  other 
institutions 

Gen.  Pub.  (indiv.,  Priv.  groups  and  bus., 
and  other  Fed/ St  Agen) 

SIG:  Multiple 

Small  Businesses  or  organizations 
Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
commerce:  31,500  responses;  2,375 
hours;  $17,000  Federal  cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Nell  Minow,  202-395-740 

Request  for  copies  of  commission 
documents  (e.g.,  complaints,  decisions 
and  orders,  opinions)  in  order  that  the 
documents  may  be  identified  and 
furnished  to  the  requesting  party  and  in 
order  to  monitor  the  level  of  demand 
and  need  for  restocking  those 
documents. 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — John  F. 
Gilmore— 202-568-1164 

New 

•  Monthly  certificate  of  network 
downtime 

Monthly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
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Remote  computing  companies, 
computing  service  bureaus 
SIC:  737 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
General  property  and  records 
management:  588  responses;  882 
hours;  $10,878  Federal  cost;  1  fomu 
$5,292  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Franklin  S.  Reeder,  202-^95-3785 

Report  is  necessary  to  obtain  from 
TSP  contractors  a  report  of  their 
computn*  network  downtime.  This  is 
used  to  facilitate  the  receipt  of  proper 
credits  to  Federal  agencies  using 
contractor  network  that  experience 
computer  outages.  This  information  is 
used  to  monitor  downtime. 

•  TSP  cantractor’s  monthly  report  of 
services  delivered 

Monthly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Remote  computing  companies, 
computing 
aC:  737 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
General  property  and  records 
management:  588  responses;  1,176 
hours;  $10,878  Federal  cost;  1  form; 
$7,056  public  cost;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Franklin  S.  Reeder,  202-395-3785 

The  net  services  delivered  report  is 
used  in  program  and  financial 
management  of  the  teleprocessing 
services  program.  It  serves  as  the  key 
element  needed  to  ensure  the  financial 
integrity  of  the  program,  to  confirm 
payments,  to  determine  volume 
discounts  and  to  ensure  invoices 
submitted  and  services  delivered  (and 
paid  for)  match. 

•  Contractor’s  report  of  services 
ordered 

Format 

Monthly 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Remote  computing  companies, 
computing  service  bureaus 
SIC;  737 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
General  property  and  records 
management:  588  responses;  1,176 
hours;  $13,377  Federal  cost*  1  form: 
$7,056  pid^dic  cosh  not  applicaUe 
under  3504(h) 

Franklin  S.  Reeder,  202-395-3785 

To  be  able  to  monitor  the  amount  of 
potential  services  provided  to  the 
Government  and  to  check  this  widi  the 
cumulative  order  limitation  and  the  net 
services  delivered.  It  serves  as  the 
baseline  from  which  ADTS  determine 
payment  and  is  a  check  and  balance 
with  invoices  that  GSA  reviews  and 
upon  which  payment  is  made. 


Reinstatements 

•  Forms  for  use  by  displaced  persons  in 
applying  for  benefits  under  PL  91-646 
uniform  relocation  and  real  property 
acquisition  policies  act 

SF  262-267 
On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households/busiiresses  or 
other  institutions 

Hsehlds,  indiv.,  bus.,  farm  oper.,  non¬ 
profit  organ. 

SIC:  990 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
General  property  and  records 
management:  15,800  responses;  47,400 
hours;  $260,700  Federal  cost;  6  forms; 
$521,400  public  cost;  not  applicable 
imder  3504(h) 

Franklin  S.  Reeder.  202-395-3785 

The  SFs  280  series  are  for  use  by 
applicants  to  file  claims  for  benefits 
under  the  Uniform  Relocation 
Assistance  and  Real  Property 
Assistance  and  Real  Property 
Acquisition  Policies  Act  of  1970.  These 
provide  data  on  persons  displaced  from 
their  property  as  a  result  of  acquisition 
by  the  Federal  Government. 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Charles 
Ervin— 202-526-0267 

New 

•  Service  industries  questioimaire 
Nonrecurring 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
U.S.  companies  which  provide  serv.  in 
overseas  markets,  etc. 

SIC:  Multiple 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Conduct  of  foreign  affairs:  500 
responses;  6,000  hours;  $128,000 
Federal  cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Phillip  T.  Balazs,  202-395-4814 

Under  sexUion  332  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  the  USITC  has  responsibility  to 
provide  fact-finding  reports  on  issues 
affecting  the  U.S.  trade  position.  Data 
collected  through  the  questionnaire  is 
needed  to  assist  in  developing  a  U.S. 
position  for  an  upcoming  GATT 
ministerial  meeting  in  November  1982.  A 
final  report  will  be  submitted  to  the 
President  and  the  Congress  on  or  about 
August  1982. 

NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION  AOMINI9TRATION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^Ms.  D.  Lynn 
Gordon — ^202-367-1202 

Extensions  (burden  change) 

•  12  CFR  701.21-7  loan  participation 
12  CFR  701.217 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 


Federal  credit  unions 
SIC:  614 

Small  businesses  or  organizations 
Mortgage  credit  and  thrift  insurance:  900 
responses;  300  hours;  $0  Federal  cost; 

1  form;  not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

I%illip  T.  Balazs,  202-395-4814 
This  regulation  requires  on  FCU  to 
keep  a  written  participation  agreement 
on  file  which  outlines  all  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  loan.  The  requirement 
is  regulatory  and  compliance  oriented. 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANOE  COMMISSION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — George  G. 
Kundahl— 202-272-2142 

New 

•  Rule  23c-2,  All  and  Redemption  of 
Securities  Issued  by  Registered 
Closed-End  Companies 

On  occasion 

Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Closed-end  investment  companies 
SIC:  999 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
Commerce:  5  responses;  5  hours;  $27 
Federal  Cost;  1  form;  $375  public  cost; 
not  applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-305-4814 

Rule  23c-2  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  is  an  exemptive 
rule  which  permits  closed-end 
investment  companies  to  call  or  redeem 
securities  of  which  the  company  is  the 
issuer  under  the  circumstances  specified 
in  the  rule. 

•  Part  257  (17  C.F.R.)  Appendix- 
Regulation  to  Govern  ^e  Preservation 
and  Destruction  of  Books  of  Accounts 
and  Other  Records  of  Companies 
Which  are  Subject  to  Section  250.26 

Other — see  SF83  weekly 
Businesses  or  other  institutions 
Holding  companies  subject  to  the  act 
SIC:  491  492 

Other  advancement  and  regulation  of 
Commerce;  1  response;  1  hour;  $0 
Federal  Cost;  1  form;  not  applicable 
under  3504(h) 

Robert  Veeder,  202-395-4814 

17  C.FJI.  Part  257  Appendix,  adopted 
December  4, 1959,  and  last  amended 
June  20, 1975,  governs  the  preservation 
and  destruction  of  books  and  records  of 
registered  holding  companies  subject  to 
rule  26  under  the  Holding  Company  Act. 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Agency  Clearance  (^cer — R.  C.  Whitt 
(004A2)— 202-389-2146 

Revisions 

•  Education  Plan  (Chapter  35,  Title  38, 
U.S.C) 
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On  occasion 

Individuals  or  households 
Sons  and  daughters  of  veterans  and 
servicepersons 

Veterans  education,  training,  and 
rehabilitation:  2,000  responses;  333 
hours;  $7,922  Federal  Cost;  1  form;  not 
applicable  under  3504(h) 

Robert  Neal,  202-395-6880 

No  educational  benehts  may  be  paid 
unless  a  completed  application  form  and 
an  education  plan  have  been  received 
(Title  38,  U.S.C.  1720).  The  information 
requested  on  the  form  is  necessary  to 
determine  the  applicant's  eligibility  for 
dependents  educational  assistance. 
Nathaniel  Scurry, 

Chief,  Reports  Management. 

|FR  Doc  81-36765  Piled  12-23-81:  a-45  am| 

BI  LUNG  CODE  3110-«1-M 


PACIFIC  NORTHWEST  ELECTRIC 
POWER  AND  CONSERVATION 
PLANNING  COUNCIL 

Receipt  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  Program 
Recommendations 

agency:  Pacific  Northwest  Electric 
Power  and  Conservation  Planning 
Council. 
action:  Notice. 

The  Pacific  Northest  Electric  Power 
Planning  and  Conservation  Act  of  1980, 
Pub.  L  96-501,  provided  for  the 
establishment  of  the  Pacific  Northwest 
Electric  Power  and  Conservation 
Planning  Council  and  directed  the 
Council  to  develop  and  adopt  a  program 
to  protect,  mitigate,  and  enhance  fish 
and  wildlife,  including  related  spawning 
grounds  and  habitat,  on  the  Columbia 
River  and  its  tributaries.  Pursuant  to 
Section  4  of  the  Act,  the  Council 
requested  Federal  and  State  fish  and 
wildlife  agencies,  appropriate  Indian 
tribes,  water  management  agencies, 
regional  electric  power-producing 
agencies,  Bonneville  Power 
Administration  customers,  and  members 
of  the  public  to  submit  recomendations 
for  such  a  program  by  November  15. 
1981,  The  Council  received  more  than 
2,200  pages  of  recommendations  and 
supporting  documents  in  response  to  its 
request,  lliose  recommendations  are  on 
file  in  the  Council  office  at  Suite  200,  700 
S.W.  Taylor  Street,  Portland,  Oregon 
97205.  However,  because  of  the  volume 
of  the  recommendations  and  supporting 
documents,  copies  will  not  be  available 
to  the  public  before  January  10, 1982. 
Forms  for  requesting  copies  are 
available  at  the  Council  office,  at  the 
address  given  above,  or  by  telephoning 
Torian  Dcnqhoe,  Associate  Director  of 
Public  Involvement,  at  (503)  222-5161. 


Further  notice  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  when  copies  of  the 
recommendations  and  supporting 
documents  are  available  for  public 
distribution.  The  same  notice  will  open 
a  public  comment  period;  establish  a 
deadline  for  submitting  written 
comemnts;  specify  dates,  times  and 
places  for  public  hearings  on  the 
recommendations;  and  further  describe 
Council  procedures  for  development  of  a 
fish  and  wildlife  program. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Torian  Donohoe,  (503)  222-5161. 

Edward  Sheets, 

Executive  Director,  Pacific  Northwest 
Electric  Power  and  Conservation  Planning 
Council 

Doc.  81-36823  Piled  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  22320;  (70-6673)1 

Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc.,  et  aU 
Supplemental  Notice  Correcting  Error 
in  Return  Date 

December  15, 1981. 

In  the  matter  of  the  (Columbia  Gas 
System,  Inc.,  et  €d.,  20  Montchanin  Road, 
Wilmington,  Delaware  19807. 

.  On  December  2, 1981,  this 
Commission  issued  a  notice  of  the  filing 
of  the  application-declaration  in  this 
proceeding  and  described  the  proposed 
transactions,  which  involve  intrasystem 
financing  and  the  issuance  and  sale  of 
commercial  paper  and/or  notes  to  banks 
by  the  holding  company.  The  notice 
incorrectly  gave  a  return  date  of 
December  31, 1981,  by  which  comments 
or  requests  for  a  hearing  should  be  filed. 
Such  date  should  have  been  December 
28,1981. 

The  application-declaration  and  €my 
amendments  thereto  are  available  for 
public  inspection  through  the 
Commission's  Office  of  Public 
Reference.  Interested  persons  wishing  to 
comment  or  request  a  hearing  should 
submit  their  views  in  writing  by 
December  28, 1981,  to  the  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549,  and  serve  a 
copy  on  the  applicants-declarants.  Proof 
of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  shall  identify  specifically  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  that  are  disputed.  A 
person  who  so  requests  will  be  notified 
of  any  hearing,  if  ordered,  and  will 
receive  a  copy  of  any  notice  or  order 
issued  in  this  matter.  After  said  date,  the 
application-declaration,  as  amended  or 
as  it  may  be  further  amended,  may  be 


granted  and  permitted  to  become 
effective. 

For  the  C^ommission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  FitzsiinnKHis, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  81-38867  Filed  12-23-61: 8:45  am] 
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[Release  No.  22318;  (70-6596)1 

Consolidated  Natural  Gas  Co.,  et  aL; 
Proposal  To  Make  Revolving  Credit 
Advances  by  Parent  to  SubskHaiies 

December  15, 1981. 

In  the  matter  of  Oinsolidated  Natural 
Gas  (Company,  100  Broadway,  New 
York,  New  Yoric  10005;  CNG  Coal 
Company,  CNG  Producing  Company. 
CNG  Research  Company,  Consolidated 
Gas  Supply  Corporation,  Consolidated 
Natural  Gas  Service  Company.  Inc., 
Consolidated  System  LNG  Ckimpany, 
The  East  Ohio  Gas  Company,  llie 
Peoples  Natural  Gas  Company,  The 
River  Gas  (Company,  and  West  Ohio 
Gas  Company. 

Consolidated  Natural  Gas  Company 
(“Omsolidated”),  a  registered  holding 
company  and  its  subsidiaries  named 
above,  have  filed  a  post-effective 
amendment  to  the  application- 
declaration  in  this  proceeding  pursuant 
to  sections  12(b)  and  12(f)  of  the  Public 
Utility  Holding  (Company  Act  of  1935 
(“Act”)  and  Rule  45  thereunder. 

On  June  15. 1981,  the  Commission 
issued  an  order  (HCAR  No.  22087) 
authorizing  among  other  things,  the 
issuance  and  sale  to  Ck)nsolidated  of  an 
aggregate  of  $113,000,000  of 
nonnegotiable,  long-term  notes, 
$83,000,000  by  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 
Corporation  ("Supply  (Corporation''). 
$27,000,000  by  CNG  Producing  Company 
("Producing  Company”),  $1,500,000  by 
West  Ohio  Gas  Conqifmy  (“West 
Ohio”),  $1,000,(XK)  by  The  River  Gas 
Company  (“River”),  and  $500,000  by 
Consolidated  Natural  Gas  Service 
Company,  Inc.  (“Service  Company”). 
Such  notes  were  to  bear  interest  at  a 
rate  predicated  on  and  substantially 
equal  to  the  effective  cost  of  money  to 
(Consolidated  through  the  sale  of 
debentures  in  1981.  In  the  event 
Consolidated  did  not  sell  debentures  in 
1981,  the  notes  were  to  bear  interest  at 
13%,  a  rate  predicated  on  and 
substantially  equal  to  the  effective  cost 
of  money  to  Consolidated  through  the 
sale,  in  October  1980,  of  its  12%% 
Debentures  Due  October  1, 2000.  That 
(Commission  order  also  authorized 
Consolidated  to  make,  from  time  to  time 
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up  to  May  31, 1982,  open  account 
advances  for  gas  inventory  financing 
and  wotk^  capital.  Such  advances 
wo«tkl  be  repaid  within  a  year  of  the 
first  advance  to  a  subsidiary  company. 
Principal  amounts  autkaized  were 
$50,000,000  for  Producing  Company  and 
$100,000,000  for  Simply  Corporation.  Due 
to  capital  market  conditions,  it  now 
appears  Consolidated  will  not  sell 
debentures  in  1981. 

Therefore,  Consolidated  now 
proposes  to  make,  from  time  to  time  up 
to  May  31, 1982,  revolving  credit 
advances,  which  are  the  subject  of  the 
proceeding  in  File  70-6674,  to  provide 
financing  to  Supply  Corporation  and 
Producing  Company  for  capital  budget 
expenditures  related  to  plant 
construction  and  for  general  corporate 
purposes.  Such  advances  will  be  made 
up  to  $55,000,000  for  Producing  Company 
and  $^,000,000  for  Supply  Corporation. 

CcHisolidated  also  seeks  authorization 
for  open  accoimt  advances  for  gas 
inventory  financing,  temporary 
financing  of  construction  and  woriung 
capital  requirements.  These  advances 
will  not  exceed  $1,000,000  for  Service 
Company,  $138,000,000  for  Supply 
Corporation  and  $77,000,000  for 
Producing  Company. 

Total  current  subsidiary  open  account 
advances  authorization  will 
consequently  increase  from  $279,500,000 
to  $345,500,000.  However,  advances  will 
continue  not  to  exceed  the  current 
authorized  amoimt  of  $225,000,000  at 
any  one  time.  Such  advances  may  be 
made,  repaid  and  remade  as  requested 
by  the  treasurer  of  such  subsidiary 
company,  upon  letter  agreement  by  each 
subsidiary  company.  Such  open  accoimt 
advances  will  be  repaid  on  or  before  the 
date  nbt  more  than  one  year  fi*om  the 
date  of  the  first  advance  to  such 
subsidiary  company  with  interest  at 
substantially  the  same  efiective  rate  of 
interest  as  the  related  gas  inventory- 
bank  loan  and  sale  of  commercial  paper 
or  backup  bank  borrowings  for 
commercial  paper  by  Consolidated.  If 
there  is  not  outstanding  short-term  debt, 
the  interest  rate  would  be  the  prime 
conunncial  rate  of  interest  in  effect 
fi-om  time  to  time  at  The  Chase  . 
Manhattan  Bank,  N.A. 

The  application-declaration  and  any 
amendnimts  thereto  are  available  for 
public  inspection  through  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Reference,  hiterested  persons  wishing  to 
comment  or  request  a  hearing  shcxild 
submit  their  views  in  writing  ^y  January 
7, 1962,  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Conunission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549,  and  serve  a  copy  on  the 
applicants-declarants  at  the  addresses 
specified  above.  Proof  of  service  (by 


affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with 
the  request  Any  request  (or  a  hearing 
shall  identify  specifically  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  that  are  disputed.  A  person 
who  so  requests  will  be  notified  of  any 
hearing,  if  ordered,  and  will  receive  a 
copy  of  any  notice  or  order  issued  in  this 
matter.  After  said  date,  the  application- 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective. 

For  the  Commission,  by  die  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsiinmons, 

Secretary. 

Doc.  81-36696  Filed  12-23-61: 8:45  am) 

SaUNO  CODE  NIO-OI-M 


[Release  No.  22319  (70-6674)1 

Consolidated  Natural  Gas  Co.; 

Proposed  Long-Term  Bank  Financing 
by  Holding  Company;  Intrasystem 
Financing 

December  15, 1981. 

Consolidated  Natural  Gas  Company 
(“Consolidated”),  100  Broadway,  New 
York,  New  York  10(X)5,  a  registered 
hiolding  company,  has  filed  an 
application-declaration  pursuant  to 
sections  6(a)  and  7  of  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”). 

By  supplemental  order  dated  August 
23. 1979  (HCAR  No.  21198),  the 
Commission  authorized  Consolidated  to 
borrow  up  to  $75,000,000  pursuant  to  a 
Credit  A^ement  with  The  Chase 
Manhattan  Bank,  N.A,  (“Chase”),  acting 
for  itself  and  as  agent  for  various  other 
banks.  Consolidated  now  proposes  to 
terminate  the  aforementioned  Credit 
Agreement  and  in  lieu  thereof  to  enter 
into  a  similar  new  Credit  Agreement 
with  Chase  acting  for  itself  and  as  agent 
for  various  other  banks  for  a  maximum 
of  $100,000,000. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  new  Credit 
Agreement,  the  bank  loans  will  be  in  the 
form  of  revolving  credits,  commencing 
on  December  15. 1981,  or  as  soon 
thereafter  as  Commission  approval  is 
received,  and  may  be  converted  to 
three-year  loans  on  December  31, 1986. 
During  the  revolving  credit  period,  each 
bank  will  make  loans  to  ConsoUdated 
&t)m  time  to  time  to  and  including 
December  30, 1986,  up  to  the  maximum 
of  such  bank’s  commitment  under  the 
Credit  Agreement  During  such  period, 
Consiriidated  may  borrow,  pay  or 
prepay  and  reborrow  up  to  eadi  bank’s 
commitment  In  accord  with  the  terms  of 
the  Credit  Agreement  Consolidated  will 
have  the  right  at  any  time,  upon  notice 
to  C^hase,  as  Agent  to  terminate  entirely 


or  reduce  the  aggregate  commitment  of 
the  banks. 

Each  loan  during  the  revolving  credit 
period  will  be  evidenced  by  a  Revolving 
Credit  note.  At  the  option  of 
Consolidated,  the  interest  rate  will  be 
(1)  the  prime  commercial  rate  of  interest 
in  effect  from  time  to  time  at  Chase,  at 
its  principal  office  in  New  York  City.  (2) 
the  London  Interbank  Offered  Rate 
(“LIBOR’*)  as  quoted  by  the  London 
Office  of  Chase  plus  an  increment  of 
three-eights  of  one  percent  (0.375%)  or. 

(3)  the  average  of  the  bid  rates  quoted  in 
the  secondary  market  for  Certificates  of 
Deposit  of  Chase  as  quoted  fiom  time  to 
time  by  two  recognized  dealers  (“CD 
Rate”)  plus  an  increment  of  one-half  of 
one  percent  (0.5(X)%)  or,  (4)  at  a 
Composite  Rate  determine  by 
negotiations  between  the  individual 
participating  banks  and  Consolidated. 
(While  each  bank  is  bound  by  its 
individual  rate  as  accepted  by 
Consolidated,  Consolidated 
compute  the  weighted  average  of  the^ 
accepted  rates  and  refer  to  this 
computed  rate  as  the  Composite  Rate.) 

The  LIBOR  and  CD  Rate  will  be 
adjusted,  if  applicable,  by  dividing  the 
rate  then  effective  by  su^  factor  as  will 
satisfy  reserve  requirements  of  Chase 
and  the  banks  as  set  forth  by  regulation 
of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System  or  other  costs  stipulated 
by  the  Board  of  Governors.  Additionally, 
the  CD  Rate  will  be  adjusted  to  reflect 
the  cost  of  required  deposit  insurance. 

Except  for  the  Composite  Rate,  the 
rate  of  interest  as  quoted  by  Chase  will 
include  all  costs  and  the  almve- 
mentioned  increments.  Interest  will  be 
payable  quarterly  in  arrears  on  March 
31,  June  30,  September  30  and  December 
31  or  as  specified  or  at  prepayment  date, 
as  the  case  may  be.  A  commitment  fee 
of  V*  of  1%  per  annum  will  be  charged 
on  the  unused  portion  of  the  revolving 
credit  commitment  commencing  on  the  • 
effective  date  of  the  Credit  Agreement 

Each  beuik  would  agree  to  make  a 
three-year  loan  to  Consolidated  on 
December  31, 1986  (“Conversion  Date”), 
in  an  amount  not  exceeding  such  bank’s 
commitment  on  the  date  of  such  loan. 
Each  term  loan  would  be  evidenced  by 
Consolidated’s  Term  Note,  which  would 
mature  as  to  principal  in  six  equal  semi¬ 
annual  installment^  commencing  June 
30, 1987.  In  no  event  will  the  final 
maturity  be  later  than  December  31. 

1989.  Interest  on  each  Term  Note  will  be 
computed,  at  the  option  of  Consolidated, 
as  follows:  (1)  Prin^  cmnmercial  lending 
rate  in  effect  firom  time  to  time  at  Chase 
at  its  principal  office  in  New  York  City 
plus  an  additional  one-eighth  of  one 
percent  (0.125%),  (2)  LIBOR  adjusted 
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rate  as  quoted  by  the  London  Office  of 
Chase  plus  one-half  of  one  percent 
(0.500%),  (3)  the  average  of  the  bid  rates 
quoted  in  the  secondary  market  for 
Certificates  of  Deposit  of  Chase  as 
quoted  from  time  to  time  by  two 
recognized  dealers  (CD  Rate)  plus  six- 
tenths  of  one  percent  (0.600%),  or  (4)  at  a 
Composite  Rate  hereinabove  described 
in  connection  with  the  Revolving  Credit. 

Diuing  the  revolving  credit  period 
under  Consolidated's  Credit  Agreement 
with  the  banks.  Consolidated  will  make 
loans  to  subsidiary  companies  for 
general  corporate  purposes.  These  will 
be  in  the  form  of  revolving  credit 
advances,  upon  letter  agreement  or  note, 
payable  to  Consolidated  on  or  before 
December  30, 1986.  Following  the 
conversion  by  Consolidated  of  its 
revolving  credit  into  term  loans  under 
the  Credit  Agreement,  such  revolving 
credit  advances  to  subsidiary  companies 
shall  be  converted  into  Term  Notes  of 
such  subsidiary  companies  with 
maturities  substantially  the  same  as 
Consolidated’s  related  term  loans  under 
the  Credit  Agreement.  Said  revolving 
credit  advances  and  Term  Notes  will 
bear  interest  at  a  rate  predicated  on  and 
substantially  equal  to  the  effective  cost 
of  money  to  Consolidated  under  die 
Credit  Agreement. 

The  application-declaration  and  any 
amendments  thereto  are  available  for 
public  inspection  through  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Reference.  Interested  persons  wishing  to 
comment  on  or  request  a  hearing  should 
submit  their  views  in  writing  by  January 
7, 1982,  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20549,  and  serve  a  copy  on  the 
applicant-declarant  at  the  address 
specified  above.  Proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with 
the  request.  Any  request  for  a  hearing 
shall  identify  specifically  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  that  are  disputed.  A  person 
who  so  requests  will  be  notified  of  any 
hearing,  if  ordered,  and  will  receive  a 
copy  of  any  notice  or  order  issued  in  this 
matter.  After  said  date,  the  application- 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary, 

|FR  Doc.  81-36087  Filed  12-23-61;  6:45  am| 

BILUNQ  CODE  S01O-O1-M 


[FMc  Na  1-5M5] 

Gerber  Sdentifie,  Inc.,  Common  Stock, 
$1  Par  Value;  Application  To  Withdraw 
From  Listing  and  Registration 

December  17, 1981. 

The  above  named  issuer  has  filed  an 
application  with  the  Securities  and 
^change  Commission  pursuimt  to 
section  12(d)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (“Act”)  and  Rule  12d2-2(d) 
promulgated  thereunder,  to  withdraw 
the  specified  security  fium  listing  and 
registration  on  the  American  Stock 
Exchange,  Inc.  (“Amex”). 

The  reasons  alleged  in  the  application 
for  withdrawing  this  security  ^m 
listing  and  registration  include  the 
following: 

1.  The  common  stock  of  Gerber 
Scientific,  Inc.  (“Company”)  is  listed  and 
registered  on  the  Amex.  Purouant  to  a 
Registration  Statement  on  Form  8-A 
which  became  effective  on  September 
30, 1980,  the  Company  is  also  listed  and 
registered  on  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  (“NYSE”).  The  Company  has 
determined  that  the  direct  and  indirect 
costs  and  expenses  do  not  justify 
maintaining  the  dual  listing  of  the 
common  stock  on  the  Amex  and  the 
NYSE. 

2.  This  application  relates  solely  to 
withdrawal  of  the  common  stock  from 
listing  and  registration  on  the  Amex  and 
shall  have  no  effect  upon  the  continued 
listing  of  such  stock  on  the  NYSE.  The 
Amex  has  posed  no  objection  to  this 
matter. 

Any  interested  person  may.  on  or 
before  January  11, 1982,  submit  by  letter 
to  the  ^cretary  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20549,  facts  becuring  upon  whether 
the  application  has  been  made  in 
accordance  with  the  rules  of  the 
Exchange  and  what  terms,  if  any,  should 
be  imposed  by  the  Commission  for  the 
protection  of  investors.  The 
Commission,  based  on  the  information 
submitted  to  it,  will  issue  an  order 
granting  the  application  after  the  date 
mentioned  above,  unless  the 
Commission  determines  to  order  a 
hearing  on  the  matter. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  81-36685  Filed  12-23-61;  8;45  aBi| 

BILLING  CODE  SOIO-OI-H 


[Releaw  Na  22323;  (79-6193)] 

Kentucky  Power  Co.  md  Indiana  and 
Michigan  Electric  Co.;  Proposed 
AcquMtion  of  Share  of  Power  Plant  by 
Affiliate  and  Financing  for  Acquisition 

December  17, 1981. 

Kentucky  Power  Company  (“KPCo”), 
1701  Central  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  1428, 
Ashland,  Kentucky  41101,  and  Indiana  & 
Michigan  Electric  Company  (“I&M”), 

One  Summit  Square,  P.O.  Box  60,  Fort 
Wayne,  Indiana  46801,  electric  utility 
subsidiaries  of  American  Electric  Power 
Company  (“AEP”),  a  registered  holding 
company,  have  filed  cm  application- 
declaration  and  amendments  thereto 
with  diis  Ckimmission  pursuant  to 
sections  ^a),  7, 9(a)(1),  10  and  12  of  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“Act”)  and  Rules  43, 45  and 
50(a)(2)  thereunder. 

KPCo  proposes  to  acquire  a  15% 
undivided  interest  in  the  Rockport  Plant 
currently  under  construction  by  I&M. 
KPCo  also  proposes  to  borrow  up  to 
$150,000,000  under  a  Revolving  (Credit 
Agreement  for  the  piupose,  among  other 
things,  of  financing  in  part  15%  of  the 
construction  costs  of  the  Rockport  Plant 

KPCo  now  owns  and  operates  one 
generating  station,  the  Big  Sandy  Plant 
located  at  Louisa,  Kentuc^,  which 
consists  of  two  coal-fired  steam  electric 
generating  units  with  a  net  dependable 
capability  of  1,060,000  kilowatts.  KPCo 
serves  approximately  140,000  retail 
customers  in  a  5,700  square-mile  area  in 
the  eastern  section  of  Kentucky  with  an 
estimated  population  of  357,000. 

The  Rockport  Plant,  located  along  the 
Ohio  River  in  Spencer  County  near  the 
Town  of  Rockport,  Indiana,  is  currently 
under  construction  by  I&M  and  will 
consist  of  two  coal-fired  generating 
imits,  each  of  1,300,000  kilowatt 
capacity.  The  completed  cost  of  the 
Rockport  Plant  is  now  estimated  to  be 
approximately  $2,080,000,000,  based 
upon  projected  commercial  operation  of 
Unit  No.  1  in  late  1984  and  Unit  No.  2  in 
late  1986. 

KPCo  estimates  the  peak  demand  in 
the  winter  of  1984-1985  would  exceed  its 
generating  capacity  by  200,000 
kilowatts.  I&M  needs  a  substantial 
portion  of  the  Rockport  Plant  to  satisfy 
its  projected  load  requirements. 
However,  the  proposed  15% 
participation  by  KPCo  would  be 
acceptable  to  I&M  and  would  help  to 
reduce  the  amount  of  additional  capital 
which  I&M  would  need  to  raise  during 
the  construction  period. 

It  is  anticipated  that,  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  commercial  operation 
of  Unit  No.  1,  KPCo  and  I&M  will  enter 
into  an  operating  agreement  pursuant  to 
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which  I&M  will  operate  the  Rockport 
Plant.  Accordingly,  KPCo  proposes  to 
enter  into  a  Joint  Ownership  Agreement 
with  l&M  pursuant  to  which  KPCo  will 
acquire  from  I&M,  and  I&M  will  transfer 
"to  KPCo,  a  15%  undivided  interest  as 
tenant  in  common  in  the  two  Rockport 
Plant  generating  units  (exclusive  of 
related  transmission  facilities  which  will 
be  owned  by  I&M).  I&M  will  be 
obligated  to  convey  such  undivided 
interest  to  KPCo  by  Warranty  Deed. 
KPCo’s  15%  undivided  interest  in  the 
Rockport  Plant  would  entitle  KPCo  to 
15%  of  its  generating  capacity,  or  390,000 
kilowatts.  Under  the  Joint  Ownership 
Agreement,  KPCo’s  acquisition  of  an 
undivided  interest  in  Rockport  Plant 
would  be  structured  as  a  “buy-in”:  that 
is,  KPCo  would  be  obligated  to  pay, 
commencing  on  the  date  of  closing,  all 
unpaid  invoices  from  suppliers  of 
materials,  equipment  and  labor  for 
construction  of  the  Rockport  Plant,  and 
would  continue  to  pay  all  such  costs  and 
expenses  until  such  time  as  KPCo’s 
investment  in  the  Rockport  Plant  is 
equivalent  to  15%  of  the  total  investment 
by  KPCo  and  I&M.  Thereafter,  both 
KPCo  and  I&M  will  furnish  funds  for  the 
completion  of  the  Rockport  Plant  in 
proportion  to  their  respective  undivided 
interests.  It  is  estimated  that,  at 
December  31, 1981,  I&M’s  investment  in 
the  Rockport  Plant  will  be 
approximately  $770,000,000.  KPCo’s  cost 
for  a  15%  undivided  interest,  assuming  a 
purchase  as  of  that  date,  would  be 
approximately  $115,000,000.  KPCo’s  total 
cost  for  a  15%  undivided  interest  in  the 
completed  Rockport  Plant  is  estimated 
at  $311,625,000. 

KPCo  expects  to  finance  its  proposed 
acquisition  of  a  15%  interest  in  the 
Rockport  Plant  partially  through  cash 
available  in  its  treasury  and  generated 
through  internal  sources,  partially 
through  common  equity  investments  in  it 
by  AEP,  and  partially  through  bank 
borrowings  made  under  a  Revolving 
Credit  Agreement.  Under  the  Revolving 
Credit  Agreement,  KPCo  proposes  to 
borrow  up  to  $150,000,000  from  time  to 
time  through  December  31, 1987,  from  a 
group  of  six  banks  (“Banks”). 

Borrowings  made  by  KPCo  under  the 
Revolving  Credit  Agreement  shall  be 
evidenced  by  the  promissory  notes 
(“Notes”)  of  KPCo.  each  of  which  shall 
be  dated  as  of  the  date  of  borrowing  and 
payable  not  less  than  90  days  from  the 
date  of  borrowing  nor  later  than 
December  31, 1987.  Each  borrowing 
evidenced  by  KPCo’s  Notes  shall  be 
made  ratably  from  the  Banks  in 
proportion  to  their  respective 
commitments.  Each  Note  shall  bear 
interest  on  the  unpaid  principal  amount 


thereof,  payable  quarterly  on  the  last 
day  of  each  March,  June,  September  and 
December,  at  the  maturity  thereof,  and 
after  maturity  on  demand.  Interest  prior 
to  maturity  shall  be  payable  at  a 
fluctuating  rate  per  annum  equal  at  all 
times  to  the  prime  commercial  lending 
rate  of  Manufacturers  Hanover  Trust 
Company  from  time  to  time;  and  from 
maturity  at  a  fluctuating  rate  per  annum 
equal  at  all  times  to  the  sum  of  (i)  1% 
plus  (ii)  the  announced  prime 
commercial  lending  rate  of 
Manufacturers  Hanover  Trust  then  in 
effect  for  90-day  unsecured  domestic 
loans.  KPCo  may  prepay  any  Notes,  in 
whole  or  in  part  from  time  to  time, 
without  premium  or  penalty,  and  may 
terminate  in  whole  or  reduce  in  part  the 
unused  commitments  of  the  Banks.  Any 
prepayment  or  reduction  in 
commitments  shall  be  made  ratably 
among  the  Banks. 

KPCo  will  pay  to  each  of  the  Banks  a 
quarterly  commitment  fee  computed  at 
the  rate  of  %  of  1%  per  annum  on  the 
daily  average  unused  amount  of  the 
commitment  of  each  Bank,  if  any,  from 
the  date  of  the  Revolving  Credit 
Agreement  to  the  date  of  expiration  or 
termination  of  each  commitment.  KPCo 
will  not  be  required  to  pay  any  other 
fees  or  charges  to  the  Banks,  or  to 
maintain  compensating  balances,  in 
connection  with  the  borrowings  under 
the  Revolving  Credit  Agreement. 

The  proceeds  from  the  Notes 
proposed  to  be  issued  by  KPCo,  together 
with  other  funds  which  may  become 
available  to  KPCo,  are  proposed  to  be 
used  to  acquire  the  15^  interest  in  the 
Rockport  Plant,  in  connection  with 
KPCo’s  construction  program,  for 
working  capital  and  other  corporate 
purposes  and  to  reimburse  its  treasury 
for  money  expended  for  such  purposes. 

The  application-declaration  and  any 
amendments  thereto  are  available  for 
public  inspection  through  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Reference.  Interested  persons  wishing  to 
comment  or  request  a  hearing  should 
submit  their  views  in  writing  by  January 
11, 1982,  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 

D^C.  20549,  and  serve  a  copy  on  the 
applicants-declarants  at  the  addresses 
specified  above.  Proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with 
the  request.  Any  request  for  a  hearing 
shall  identify  specifically  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  that  are  disputed.  A  person 
who  so  requests  will  be  notified  of  any 
hearing,  if  ordered,  and  will  receive  a 
copy  of  any  notice  or  order  issued  in  this 
matter.  After  said  date,  the  application- 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 


amended,  may  be  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc,  B1-3S690  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am| 

BOiJNG  CODE  miO-OI-M 


(Release  No.  18348;  (SR-MCC-81-8)) 

Midwest  Clearing  Corp.  (“MCC”);  Order 
Approving  Proposed  Rule  Change 

December  17, 1981. 

On  October  14, 1981,  MCC  filed  with 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  section 
19(b)(1)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934, 15  U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  (the  “Act”) 
and  Rule  19b-4  thereunder,  a  proposed 
rule  change  authorizing  MCC  to  (i) 
modify  the  amounts  of  cash  and 
securities  which  participants  must 
contribute  to  MCCTs  participants’  fund 
and  (ii)  modify  the  manner  in  which 
interest  earned  on  the  participants’  fund 
is  allocated  among  the  participants  and 
MCC. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change 
together  with  the  terms  of  substance  of 
the  proposed  rule  change  was  given  by 
publication  of  a  Commission  Release 
(Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
18185  October  19, 1981)  and  by 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (46 
FR  56096,  November  13, 1981).  No  letters 
of  comment  were  received. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  consistent  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Act  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applicable  to  registered  clearing 
agencies,  and  in  particular,  the 
requirements  of  section  17A  of  the  Act. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  referenced  be,  and 
it  hereby  is,  approved. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsinunons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36683  Filed  12-23-81;  845  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  S010-01-M 


[Release  No.  18344;  (SR-MSE-81-10)] 

Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Hie.;  Order 
Approving  Proposed  Rule  Change 

December  17, 1981. 

On  October  28, 1981,  the  Midwest 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  (“MSE”),  120  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60603, 
filed  with  the  Commission,  pursuant  to 
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section  19(b)(1)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15  U.S.C. 
78(s)(b)(l)  of  the  (“Act")  and  Rule  19b-4 
thereunder,  copies  of  a  proposed  rule 
change  which  permits  any  dispute  with 
respect  to  transactions  effected  on  the 
MSE  trading  floor  between  members  or 
their  nominees,  which  is  not  otherwise 
required  to  be  brought  before  the  MSE's 
Committee  on  Floor  Procedure,  to  be 
settled  by  the  MSE’s  Committee  on 
Floor  Procedure  if  both  parties  to  such 
dispute  agree  to  be  bound  by  the 
decision  of  that  Conunittee.  If  the  parties 
to  the  dispute  decline  to  accept  this 
procedure,  resolution  would  be  by  the 
existing  arbitration  procedures. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change 
together  with  the  terms  of  substance  of 
the  proposed  rule  change  was  given  by 
publication  of  a  Commission  Release 
(Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
34-18247,  November  6, 1981)  and  by 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (46 
FR  56097,  November  13, 1981).  No 
comments  were  received  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  filing. 

The  Commission  Hnds  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  consistent  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Act  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applicable  to  national  securities 
exchanges  and  in  particular,  the 
requirements  of  Section  6  and  the  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  rule  change 
be,  and  it  hereby  is,  approved. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36689  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  MttMlI-M 


[Release  No.  18345;  (SR-NYSE-81-24)] 

New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.;  Order 
Approving  Proposed  Rule  Change 

December  17, 1981. 

The  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc., 
11  Wall  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10005,  submitted  on  November  3, 1981, 
copies  of  a  proposed  rule  change 
pursuant  to- section  19(b)(1)  of  file 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the 
“Act”)  and  Rule  19b-4  thereunder,  to 
increase,  effective  January  1, 1982,  its 
equity  listing  fees. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change 
together  with  the  terms  of  substance  of 
the  proposed  rule  change  was  given  by 
the  issuance  of  a  Commission  Release 
(Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
18243,  November  5, 1981)  and  by 


publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (46 
FR  56097,  November  13, 1981).  No 
comments  were  received  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  filing. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  consistent  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Act  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applicable  to  a  national  securities 
exchange  and,  in  particular,  the 
requirements  of  section  6  of  the  Act,  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  rule  change 
be,  and  hereby  is,  approved. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A  Fltzmnnnons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-38688  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  SOUHII-M 


(ReieasG  No.  12109;  (812-4848)1 

Northwestern  Mutual  life  Insurance 
Co.,  et  aL;  Order  Granting  Exemptions 

December  15, 1981. 

The  Northwestern  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Company  (“NML”),  NML 
Equity  Services,  Inc.  (“Equity’),  and 
NML  Variable  Annuity  Account  I 
(“Account  I”),  720  East  Wisconsin 
Avenue,  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  53202, 
filed  an  application  on  March  18, 1981, 
and  an  amendment  thereto  on  October 
9, 1981,  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act")  for  exemptions  from  sections 
2(a)(32),  2(a)(35),  22(c),  26(a),  26(a)(2), 
27(c)(1),  27(c)(2),  and  27(d)  of  the  Act 
and  Rule  22c-l  thereunder  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  permit  the  offering  of 
variable  annuity  contracts  providing  for 
contingent  deferred  sales  charges  and 
other  charges  and  to  permit  NML  to 
perform  custodian  functions  with 
respect  to  Account  L  Account  I  is  a  unit 
investment  trust  registered  under  the 
Act.  NML  and  Equity  are  the  co¬ 
depositors  of  Account  I,  and  Equity  will 
serve  as  the  underwriter  of  the  variable 
annuity  contracts  issued  in  connection 
with  Account  1. 

On  November  10, 1981,  a  notice  was 
issued  (Investment  Company  Act 
Release  No.  12032)  of  the  filing  of  the 
application  and  the  amendment  thereto, 
llie  notice  gave  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  request  a  hearing  and 
stated  that  an  order  disposing  of  the 
application  would  be  issued  as  of  course 
unless  a  hearing  should  be  ordered.  No 
request  for  a  hearing  has  been  filed,  and 


the  Conunission  has  not  ordered  a 
hearing. 

The  matter  has  been  considered  and  it 
is  found  that  the  granting  of  the 
application  is  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  consistent  with  the 
protection  of  investors  and  the  purposes 
fairly  intended  by  the  policy  and 
provisions  of  the  Act.  Accordingly, 

It  is  ordered,  pursuant  to  section  6(c) 
of  the  Act,  that  the  requested 
exemptions  from  sections  2(a)(32), 
2(a)(35),  22(c),  26(a),  26(a)(2),  27(c)(1), 
27(c)(2),  and  27(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule 
22C-1  thereunder  be,  and  hereby  are, 
granted  effective  forthwith. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36688  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  SOIO-Ot-M 


[Release  No.  34-18341;  File  Na  SR-BSECC- 
81-5] 

Self-Regulatory  OrganizatkNia; 
Proposed  Change  By  Boston  Stock 
Exchange  Clearing  Corp. 

In  the  matter  of  an  extension  of  the 
temporary  15%  increase  in  Boston  Stock 
Exchange  Clearing  Corporation  billings 
to  members.  Comments  requested  on  or 
before  January  14, 1982. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  December  10, 1981,  the  Boston 
Stock  Exchange  Clearing  Corporation 
filed  with  the  Securities  and  ^change 
Commission  the  proposed  change  as 
described  in  Item  I,  B,  and  III  below, 
which  items  have  been  prepared  by  the 
self-regulatory  organization.  The 
Commission,  is  publishing  this  notice  to 
solicit  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  from  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

On  May  5, 1981,  approval  was  granted 
by  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  to  allow  the  Boston  Stock 
Exchange  Clearing  Corporation  to 
impose  a  temporary  15%  increase  on  all 
Clearing  Corporation  billings  to 
members  effective  for  the  period  May  1. 
1981  through  September  30, 1981. 
Approval  was  subsequently  granted  to 
extend  the  increase  through  December 
31, 1981.  It  is  not  proposed  to  continue 
the  temporary  15%  increase  through 
March  31, 1982. 
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II.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission,  the 
self-regulatory  organization  included 
statements  concerning  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  change 
and  discussed  any  comments  it  received 
on  the  proposed  rule  change.  The  text  of 
these  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  set  forth  in  Item  FV  below. 

The  self-regulatory  organization  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
sections  (A),  (B)  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 

(A)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and  Basis 

■for,  the  Proposed  Rule  Change. 

(a)  The  15%  increase  on  all  Clearing 
Corporation  billings  to  members  was 
previously  approved  for  the  period  May 
1  through  September  30, 1981  and 
subsequently  extended  thrQugh 
December  31, 1981.  This  increase  was 
necessitated  by  increased  costs  in 
conununications,  data  processing, 
leasehold  and  personnel  expenses.  The 
Committee  appointed  to  complete  a 
detailed  study  of  all  income  and 
expenses  of  the  Exchange  has  not 
completed  its  recommendations.  The 
Board  of  Directors  voted  to  extend  the 
15%  increase  through  March  31, 1982. 

(b]  The  proposed  rule  change  is 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applying  to  the  Boston  Stock  Exchange 
Clearing  Corporation  because  it 
continues  the  equitable  allocation  of 
fees  charged  to  all  participants.  The 
proposed  rule  change  will  be 
implemented  consistently  with  the 
safeguarding  of  securities  and  funds  in 
its  custody  or  control  or  for  which  it  is 
responsible  because  it  would  insure  an 
efficient  system  for  the  settlement  of 
trades  and  the  safekeeping  of  assets. 

(B)  Self-Regulatory  Organization ’s 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition. 

No  burden  on  competition  is 
perceived  by  adoption  of  the  proposed 
rule  change. 

(C)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  Received  from 
Members,  Participants  or  Others. 

Comments  have  neither  been  solicited 
nor  received. 


III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3)(A) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

At  any  time  within  60  days  of  the  filing 
of  such  rule  change  the  Commission  may 
summarily  abrogate  such  rule  change  if 
it  appears  to  the  Commission  that  such 
action  is  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the 
public  interest,  for  the  protection  of 
investors  or  otherwise  in  furtherance  of 
the  purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934. 

rv.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  DC  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  change  that  are  filed  with 
the  Commission,  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
change  between  the  Commission  and 
any  person,  other  than  those  that  may 
be  withheld  finm  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  principal 
office  of  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  file  number  in  the 
caption  above  and  should  be  submitted 
on  or  before  January  14, 1982. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  December  16, 1981. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36692  Filed  12-23-61: 8:46  am] 
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[ReieasB  No.  34-18340;  Hie  No.  SR-MSTC- 
81-6] 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations; 
Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Midwest 
Securities  Trust  Co. 

In  the  matter  of  contributions  of 
Participants  to  Participants  Fund. 
Comments  requested  on  or  before 
January  14, 1982. 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  December  4, 1981,  the  Midwest 
Securities  Trust  Company  filed  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
the  proposed  rule  change  as  described 


in  Items  I,  II,  and  III  below,  which  Items 
have  been  prepared  by  the  self- 
regulatory  organization.  The 
Commission  is  publishing  this  notice  to 
solicit  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  from  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

Sections  6  and  7  of  Rule  8  of  the 
Midwest  Securities  Trust  Company 
Rules  are  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

Additions  Italicized — [Deletions 
Bracketed) 

Contributions  of  Participants  to 
Participants  Fund 

Sec.  6.  Each  Depository  Participant 
shall  be  required  to  contribute  to  the 
Participants  Fund.  The  contribution  of 
each  Depository  Participant  shall  be 
fixed  by  the  Corporation,  in  accordance 
with  a  formula,  based  upon  the 
Participant’s  usage  of  the  Corporation’s 
facilities,  at  the  time  such  Participant's 
application  for  membership  is  approved, 
[and]  The  contribution  of  a  Participant 
to  the  Participants  Fund  may  thereafter 
from  time  to  time  be  increased  or 
reduced  by  the  Corporation.  The 
minimum  cash  contribution  shall  be 
[four]  five  thousand  dollars. 
Contributions  to  the  Participants  Fund 
in  excess  of  the  minimum  cash 
contribution  may  be  either  in  cash  or  in 
unmatured  negotiable  debt  secmities 
which  are  direct  obligations  of,  or 
obligations  guaranteed  as  to  principal 
and  interest,  by  the  United  States 
government,  and  which  mature  one  year 
or  less  firom  the  date  of  issue.  [: 
provided,  however,  that  not  less  than 
10%  of  each  Participant's  contribution 
shall  be  made  in  cash.]  Securities 
contributed  to  the  Participants  Fund 
shall  be  valued  at  the  lesser  of  the  par 
value  thereof  or  100%  of  the  current 
market  vcdue  thereof.  Cash 
contributions  to  the  Participants  Fund 
shall  be  paid  to  the  Corporation. 
Contributions  in  the  form  of  securities 
shall  be  made  by  depositing  the 
securities  with  a  beuik  or  trust  company 
approved  by  the  Corporation,  and 
delivering  to  the  Corporation  a 
depository  receipt  therefor,  in  such  form 
as  the  Corporation  shall  prescribe.  Any 
interest  or  gain  on  securities  deposited 
by  a  Participant  with  an  approved  bank 
or  trust  compemy  pursuant  to  this 
Section  shall  accrue  to  the  Participant. 

Investing  of  Participants  Fund 

Sec.  7.  Cash  contained  in  the 
Participants  Fund  may  from  time  to  time 
be  partiedly  or  wholly  invested  by  the 
Corporation  for  its  account  in  securities 
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issued  or  guaranteed  by  the  United 
States,  certificates  of  deposit  and 
commercial  paper  in  the  first,  second  or 
third  ratings  of  any  nationally  known 
statistical  service,  and  to  the  extent  not 
so  invested  shall  be  deposited  by  the 
Corporation  in  its  name  in  a  special 
bank  account  or  accounts  in  such 
depository  or  depositories  as  may  be 
selected  by  the  Corporation.  Any 
interest  received  fi'om  such  investments 
or  deposits  of  the  required  minimum 
cash  contribution  shall  accrue  to  the 
Corporation.  Interest  received  from 
investments  or  deposits  of  cash 
contributions  which  are  in  excess  of  the 
minimum  cash  contribution  shall  accrue 
to  the  Participant.  Securities  in  which 
the  Participants  Fund  is  invested  may  be 
deposited  by  the  Corporation  with 
regulatory  authorities  to  the  extent  that 
such  deposits  may  be  required  by  law. 

n.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  die  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission,  the 
self-regulatory  organization  included 
statements  concerning  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  change 
and  discussed  any  comments  it  received 
on  the  proposed  mle  change.  The  text  of 
these  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  specified  in  Item  IV  below. 
The  self-regulatory  organization  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
sections  (A),  (B),  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 

Self -Regulatory  Organization ’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change. 

The  proposed  changes  in  the 
Depository  Participants  Fund  rules  are 
necessary  to  establish  a  more  equitable 
allocation  of  Depository  Corporation 
liability  among  the  Participants.  The 
minimum  contribution  must  now  be 
made  entirely  in  cash  and  is  required  of 
all  Participants.  In  section  7  of  Rule  8  the 
benefit  of  investment  of  the  excess  of 
the  minimum  cash  contribution  will  now 
accrue  to  the  Participant  rather  than  to 
the  Corporation.  This  will  ofiset  the 
increased  cost  to  the  Participant  of 
having  to  deposit  a  larger  minimum 
contribution  in  cash.  Ihe  increase  in  the 
amount  of  the  minimum  cash 
contribution  from  $4,000  to  $5,000  is 
necessitated  because  of  greater 
potential  exposure  to  the  Trust 
Company  due  to  increased  activity. 

The  proposed  rule  change  is 
consistent  with  section  17A  of  the 
Exchange  Act  in  that  it  provides  for 
increased  safeguarding  of  securities  and 
funds  necessary  to  the  protection  of 


investors  and  provides  for  the  equitable 
allocation  of  charges  among 
participants. 

(B)  Self-Regulatory  Oiganization's 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition. 

The  Midwest  Securities  Trust 
Company  does  not  believe  that  any 
burdens  will  be  placed  on  competition 
as  a  result  of  the  proposed  rule  change. 

(C)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  Received  from 
Members,  Participants,  or  Others. 

Comments  have  neither  been  solicited 
nor  received. 

ni.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective  pursuant  to  section  19(b)(3)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
subparagraph  (e)  of  Securities  Exchange 
Act  Rule  19b-4.  At  any  time  within  60 
days  of  the  date  of  the  filing  of  such 
proposed  rule  change,  the  Commission 
may  summarily  abrogate  such  rule 
change  if  it  appears  to  the  Commission 
that  such  action  is  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest,  for  the 
protection  of  investors,  or  otherwise  in 
furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

rv.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views,  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of 
the  submission,  all  subsequent 
amendments,  all  written  statements 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  rule  change 
that  eire  filed  with  the  Commission,  and 
all  written  communications  relating  to 
the  proposed  rule  change  between  the 
Commission  and  any  person,  other  than 
those  that  may  be  withheld  from  the 
public  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  5  U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  on  or  before  January  14, 
1982. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 


Dated:  December  16. 1981. 
Gewge  A  Ktzsiminons. 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  Sl-aasn  Filed  1S.23-S1;  8:45  am| 
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[ReleaM  No.  34-1834%  File  No.  SR- 
NESDTC-81-5] 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations; 
Proposed  Change  by  New  England 
Securities  Depc^ory  Trust  Co. 

In  the  matter  of  an  extension  of  the 
15%  increase  in  New  England  Securities 
Depository  Trust  Company  billings  to 
participants.  Comments  requested  on  or 
before  January  14, 1982. 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  December  10, 1981,  the  New 
England  Securities  Depository  Trust 
Company  filed  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  the  proposed 
change  as  described  in  Items,  t  II  and  III 
below,  which  items  have  been  prepared 
by  the  self-regulatory  organization.  The 
Commission  is  publishing  this  notice  to 
solicit  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  firom  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

On  May  5, 1981,  approval  was  granted 
by  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  to  allow  the  New  England 
Securities  Depository  Trust  Company  to 
impose  a  temporary  15%  increase  on  all 
Depository  billings  to  participants 
effective  for  the  period  May  1, 1981 
through  September  30. 1981.  Approval 
was  subsequently  granted  to  extend  the 
increase  through  December  31, 1981.  It  is 
now  proposed  to  continue  the  temporary 
15%  increase  through  March  31, 1982. 

n.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  die  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission,  the 
self-regulatory  organization  included 
statements  concerning  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  change 
and  discussed  any  comments  it  received 
on  the  proposed  nile  change.  The  text  of 
these  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  set  forth  in  Item  IV  below. 
The  self-regulatory  organization  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
Sections  (A),  (B)  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 

(A)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and  Basis 
for,  the  Proposed  Rule  Change. 
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(a)  The  15%  increase  on  all  Depository 
billings  to  participants  was  previously 
approved  for  the  period  May  1  throu^ 
September  30, 1981  and  subsequently 
extended  through  December  31. 1981. 

This  increase  was  necessitated  by 
increased  costs  in  communications,  data 
processing,  leaselrald  and  personnel 
expenses.  The  Committee  appointed  to 
complete  a  detailed  study  of  all  income 
and  expenses  of  the  Exchange  has  not 
completed  its  recommendations.  The 
Board  of  Directors  voted  to  extend  the 
15%  increase  through  March  31, 1982. 

(b)  The  proposed  rule  change  is 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applying  to  the  New  England  Securities 
Depository  Trust  Company  because  it 
represents  an  equitable  allocation  of 
reasonable  fees  and  other  charges 
among  its  participants.  It  would  also 
insure  prompt  and  accurate  clearance 
and  settlement  of  security  transactions 
and  fosters  cooperation  and 
coordination  among  others  engaged  in 
the  clearance  and  settlement  of  security 
transactions  by  making  the  Depository 
more  competitive. 

(b)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition. 

No  burden  on  competition  is  perceived 
by  adoption  of  the  proposed  rule  change. 

(C)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  Received  from 
Members,  Participants,  or  Others. 

Comments  have  neither  been  solicited 
nor  received. 

III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective  pursuant  to  section  19(b)(3)(A) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

At  any  time  within  60  days  of  the  filing 
of  such  proposed  rule  change,  the 
Commission  may  summarily  abrogate 
such  rule  change  if  it  appears  to  the 
Commission  that  such  action  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  ’ 
interest,  for  the  protection  of  investors 
or  otherwise  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street 
Washington,  DC  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 


the  proposed  change  that  are  filed  with 
the  Commission,  and  all  written 
commimications  relating  to  the  proposed 
change  between  the  Commission  and 
any  person,  other  than  those  that  may 
be  withheld  fix>m  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  principal 
office  of  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  file  number  in  the 
caption  above  and  should  be  submitted 
on  or  before  January  14, 1982. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
MaHcet  Regulation,  piu^uant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36694  Filed  12-23-81;  6:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  8010-01-M 


OFFICE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
TRADE  REPRESENTATIVE 

Request  for  Public  Comments;  Certain 
Steel  Rod  Treating  Apparatus 

The  United  States  International  Trade 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
found  a  violation  of  section  337  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  in  the  importation 
into,  or  the  sale  in,  the  United  States  of 
steel  rod  treating  apparatus,  and 
components  thereof,  which  were  found 
to  infringe  U.S.  Letters  Patent  No. 
3,390,871,  thereby  causing  substantial 
injury  to  an  efficiently  and  economically 
operated  domestic  industry.  The 
Commission  issued  an  order  excluding 
the  articles  in  question  produced  by  the 
respondents  fitim  importation  into  the 
United  States. 

Under  section  337(g),  the  President 
may  disapprove  the  determination  of  the 
Commission  for  policy  reasons  within 
sixty  days  of  the  date  following  receipt 
of  the  determination  and  record. 
Disapproval  by  the  President  would 
cause  the  determination  and  order  of  the 
Commission  to  be  without  force  or 
effect.  The  President  also  may  approve 
the  determination  expressly,  making  it 
final  on  the  date  the  Commission 
receives  notice,  or  he  may  take  no 
action,  allowing  the  order  to  become 
final  following  the  sixty  day  period 
provided  for  review. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
submit  comments  concerning  foreign  or 
domestic  policy  issues  which  should  be 
considered  by  the  President  in  making 
his  decision  regarding  the  case.  Parties 
submitting  comments  regarding 
domestic  policy  issues  should  refer  to 
the  portion  of  the  Commission  record  in 
which  information  or  comment 


concerning  that  issue  was  presented.  If 
no  presentation  of  the  domestic  policy 
issue  being  raised  was  made  to  Ae 
Commission,  the  interested  party  should 
include  justification  for  having  failed  to 
make  such  a  presentation.  The  Trade 
Representative  will  be  reluctant  to 
review  comments  concerning  domestic 
policy  issues  not  included  in  the 
Commission's  proceeding,  absent 
adequate  justification  for  the  failure  of 
the  interested  party  to  present  the  issue 
before  the  Commission.  Because  foreign 
policy  issues  are  considered  only  during 
the  Presidential  review,  interested 
parties  need  not  refer  to  the  Commission 
record  to  submit  comments  based  upon 
foreign  policy. 

Comments  submitted  should  not  be 
longer  than  15  double  spaced,  letter 
sized  pages,  including  attachments.  Hie 
original  and  19  copies  of  the  submission 
should  be  delivered  no  later  than  close 
of  business  Friday,  January  8, 1982,  to 
the  Secretary,  Trade  Policy  Staff 
Committee,  600  17th  St,.  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20506.  Copies  of 
comments  received  will  be  made 
available  to  other  interested  parties  and 
additional  comments  will  be  accepted 
through  the  close  of  business,  Friday, 
January  15, 1982.  For  further  information, 
call  Alice  Zalik  295-3432. 

Frederick  L.  Montgomery, 

Chairman.  Trade  Policy  Staff  Commits. 

[FR  Doc.  61-36670  Filed  12-23-61: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3190-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

indemnification  of  Contractors  who 
Participate  in  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration’s  Computer 
Replacement  Program 

On  December  7, 1981,  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  authorized  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  to  include  in 
forthcoming  Air  Traffic  Computer 
Replacement  contracts  a  clause  under 
which  the  United  States  will  indemnify 
or  “hold  harmless”  contractors  and 
subcontractors  for  losses  arising  out  of 
“the  use.  operation,  malfunction,  or 
failure  of  any  hardware  or  software” 
provided  under  such  contracts.  The 
authority  for  this  action  is  derived  from 
Pub.  L  85-804  and  Executive  Order 
10789,  as  amended.  Such  indemnities 
will  extent  only  to  losses  which  exceed 
$500,000,000  per  accident  or  occurrence, 
and  only  for  the  amount  or  amounts  by 
which  such  recoveries  exceed 
$500,000,000.  The  determination  of  the 
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Secretary  of  Transportation  is,  in  part, 
set  forth  below: 

“The  Federal  Aviation  Administrator  has 
requested  authority  to  include  a  provision  in 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration's  (FAA) 
En  Route  Air  Traffic  Computer  Replacement 
contracts  which  would  indemnify,  or  “hold 
harmless",  contractors  who  furnish  hardware 
or  software  for  losses  in  excess  of  $500 
million  per  single  occurrence.  My  authority  to 
provide  such  extraordinary  relief  is  found  in 
Public  Law  85-804  which  is  implemented  by 
Executive  Order  10789  as  amended. 

“Under  FAA's  En  Route  Traffic  Computer 
Replacement  Program,  equipment  will  be 
developed  to  update  the  present  air  traffic 
system.  This  operational  system  will  be  the 
primary  tool  used  by  the  air  traffic  controller 
to  perform  a  widespread  and  continuous 
safety  function.  This  system  will  have 
automated  control  decisional  functional 
capability  so  that  in  response  to  projected 
increasing  congestion  in  the  national  airspace 
system,  the  potential  for  human  error  will  be 
minimized  or  eliminated.  The  hardware  and 
software  developed  for  the  program  will  be 
quite  sophisticated,  inasmuch  as  it  will 
possess  a  fail  safe  capability,  including  self¬ 
test  and  evaluation  capabilities.  The 
replacement  system  will  be  capable  of 
operating  24  hours  a  day  and  will  possess 
technical  characteristics,  including  reliability 
characteristics,  which  far  exceed  the 
technical  requirements  for  hardw^  and 
software  utilized  in  most  commercial 
applications  of  computers.  Statistically,  there 
is  a  low  probability  of  malfunction  to  the 
system;  however,  this  cannot  be  reduced  to 
zero.  In  the  event  that  a  malfunction  leads  to 
an  accident  the  potential  claimants  would  be 
quite  numerous,  and  the  severity  of  potential 
damage  could  be  catastrophic.  While  the  risk 
of  a  catastrophic  accident  may  be  remote,  if  it 
occurs,  it  could  be  far  in  excess  of  the 
insurance  coverage  that  reliably  and 
reasonably  could  be  obtained  by 
manufactures  in  the  marketplace  for  the  life 
of  the  system. 

*»  “Under  Public  Law  85-804,  authority,  if  in 
my  judgment  the  national  defense  will  be 
facilitated  by  the  program,  I  am  authorized  to 
permit  the  FAA  to  provide  for 
indemnification  by  the  United  States  for 
claims  or  losses  arising  out  of  or  resulting 
from  risks  that  the  contract  deHnes  as 
'usually  hazardous  or  nuclear  in  nature.’  In 
addition  to  authorizing  such  indemnification, 

I  am  also  authorized  to  permit 
indemnihcation  for  claims  or  losses  arising 
out  of  or  resulting  from  risks  that 
subcontracts  (or  any  tier)  define  as  imusually 
hazardous  or  nuclear  in  nature.  The  use  of  an 
indemnifrcation  provision  under  Public  Law 
85-804,  and  the  ^ecutive  Order,  is  an 
extraordinary  contractual  action  and  requires 
that  in  approving  the  use  of  indenmifrcation 
and  circumstances  of  its  use,  I  take  into 
account  the  availability,  cost  and  terms  of 
private  insurance,  self-insurance,  other  proof 
of  financial  responsibility  and  workmen's 
compensation  insurance. 

“I  find  it  will  facilitate  the  national  defense 
if  I  exercise  my  authority  under  Public  Law 
85-805  and  Executive  Order  10789  to  permit 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  to 
provide  for  the  indenmifrcation  for 


contractors  and  subcontractors  (of  any  tier) 
participating  in  the  FAA  En  Route  Air  Traffic 
Control  Computer  Program  under  the 
following  terms  and  conditions: 

1.  That  each  contract  which  provides  for 
indemnification  of  a  contractor  shall  be  under 
the  terms  and  conditions  specified  in  Exhibit 
A. 

2.  That  each  subcontract  (of  any  tier)  may 
include  the  indenmifrcation  provision  in 
Exhibit  A  upon  the  consent  of  the  contracting 
officer.  The  procedures  set  forth  in  Exhibit  B 
shall  be  accomplished  before  the  contracting 
officer  consents  to  the  inclusion  of  the 
indenmifrcation  provision  in  Exhibit  A  in  a 
subcontract 

3.  That  each  contract  containing  the 
indenmifrcation  provision  in  Exhibit  A 
require  the  contractor  or  subcontractor  (of 
any  tier)  to  maintain  frnandal  protection  in 
the  amount  of  at  least  $500  million  per  single 
occurrence  for  a  malfrmction  of  the  software 
or  hardware  provided  for  under  the  contract 
This  financial  protection  may  be  obtained 
through  a  private  insurance  or  through  a  self- 
insurance  program.’’ 

Exhibits  A  and  B  will  be  made 
available  to  interested  parties  upon 
request  The  risks  for  which 
indemnification  is  authorized  €u%  set 
forth  in  a  standard  form  approved 
clause  as  follows: 

For  the  purpose  of  this  clause  and  to  meet 
the  requirement  of  Public  Law  85-804  and 
Executive  Over  10789,  as  amended,  the  risks 
for  which  indenmifrcation  is  granted  and 
provided  herein  are  the  risks,  occurrence  or 
series  of  incidents  or  occurences,  causing 
personal  injury  or  death,  or  loss  of  or  damage 
to  property,  or  loss  of  use  of  property,  arising 
out  of  or  resulting  from  the  use,  operation, 
malfunction,  or  failure  of  any  hardware  or 
software  provided  under  this  contract  to  the 
Government  for  its  use  in  the  FAA  En  Route 
Air  Traffic  Control  Replacement  System; 
provided  that,  payment  shall  be  made  under 
this  clause  only  if  total  damage  recoveries 
against  the  contractor  arising  out  of  the  risks 
indenmifred  exceed  $500,000,000  per  accident 
or  occurrence,-  and  only  for  the  amount  or 
amounts  by  which  such  recoveries  exceed 
$5oaooo,ooo. 

As  required  by  law,  notice  of  this 
action  has  been  provided  to  the 
Chairman,  Conunittee  on  the  Armed 
Seivices,  United  States  Senate:  and  to 
the  Chairman,  Committee  on  the  Armed 
Services,  House  of  Representatives. 

Dated:  December  16, 1981. 

).  E.  Murdock  ID, 

Chief  Counsel 

|FR  Doc.  81-38607  Filed  12-21-81;  9:06  am] 

BHXING  CODE  4S10-13-« 

Radio  Technical  Commission  for 
Aeronautics  (RTCA),  Executive 
Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L  92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  I)  notice  is 


hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  RTCA 
Executive  Committee  to  be  held  on 
January  22. 1982  in  RTCA  Conference 
Room  287, 1717  H  Street  N.Wm 
Washington  D.C.  commencing  at  9:30 
ajn. 

The  Agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (1)  Chairman’s  Introductory 
Remarics;  (2)  Approval  of  Minutes  of 
Meeting  Held  on  November  18, 1981;  (3) 
Chairman’s  Report  on  RTCA 
Administration  and  Activities;  (4) 

Special  Committee  Activities  Report  for 
November  and  December,  1981;  (5) 
Consideration  of  Establishing  New 
Special  Committees;  (6)  Report  of  Fiscal 
and  Management  Sub-^mmittee;  (7) 
Mid-Year  Review  of  RTCA  Budget  and 
(8)  Other  Business. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  Persons 
wishing  to  present  statements  or  obtain 
information  should  contact  the  RTCA 
Secretariat,  1717  H  Street.  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006;  (202)  296-0484. 
Any  member  of  the  public  may  present  a 
written  statement  to  the  committee  at 
£my  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  December 
16, 1981. 

Kari  F.  Bieradi, 

Designated  Officer. 

(FR  Doc  81-36392  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4t10-13-« 

Radio  Technical  Commission  for 
Aeronautics  (RTCA),  Special 
Committee  147— Traffic  Alert  and 
Collision  Avoidance  Systems;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2]  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L  92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  I)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  RTCA 
Specif  Committee  147  on  Traffic  Alert 
&  Collision  Avoidance  Systems  to  be 
held  on  January  13-15, 1982  in 
Conference  Rooms  9A-B-G,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  Building,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  commencing  at  9:30 
a.m. 

The  Agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (1)  Chairman’s  Introductory 
Remarks;  (2)  Approval  of  Minutes  of  the 
Fourth  Meeting  Held  on  November  4-6, 
1981;  (3)  Review  and  Discussion  of  Draft 
TCAS  National  Standard;  (4)  Working 
Groups  meet  in  Separate  ^ssions;  (5) 
Briefings  and  Discussions  on  Altimet^; 
(6)  Briefing  on  Effects  of  Airplane 
Structure  on  TCAS  n  Type  Antenna 
Patterns;  (7)  Review  Dr^  Sections  to 
Minimum  Operational  Performance 
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Standards  Prepared  by  Working  Groups: 
(8)  Review  Work  Progress  and 
Assignment  of  Tasks;  and  (9)  Other 
Business. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  Persons 
wishing  to  present  statements  or  obtain 
information  should  contact  the  RICA 
Secretariat,  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006;  (202)  296-0484. 
Any  member  of  the  public  may  present  a 
written  statement  to  the  committee  at 
any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  December 
16.1981. 

Karl  F.  Bierach, 

Designated  Officer. 

|FR  Doa  Sl-38393  Filed  12-2S-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  COOe  4»10-0»-M 


Rolls-Royce  GEM  Mk.  510  Model 
Turboshaft  Engine  Certification  and 
Availability  of  Documents 

Based  on  a  review  of  the  entire 
certification  process,  the  Director  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA) 
New  England  Region  approved  issuance 
of  Type  Certificate  No.  E14NE,  as 
recommended  by^New  England  Region 
staff,  under  the  terms  of  the  Bilateral 
Airworthiness  Agreement  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Northern 
Ireland. 

A  copy  of  the  “Decision  Basis  for 
Type  Certification  of  Rolls-Royce,  Ltd., 
G^  Mk.  510  Model  Turboshaft 
Engine,"  is  on  file  in  the  FAA  Rules 
Docket  The  bulk  of  the  "Decision  Basis” 
reviews  the  purpose,  structure,  conduct, 
and  significant  highlights  of  the 
certification  program  wherein  Rolls- 
Royce,  Ltd.,  demonstrated  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  issue  of  a 
United  States  Type  Certificate  for  an 
imported  product. 

The  text  and  appendices  of  the 
“Decision  Basis"  include  delineation  of  . 
a  specific  legal  compliance  required  by 
each  rule  and  a  summary  of  the  method 
by  which  compliance  was  established 
for  each  requirement. 

Detailed  appendices  and  attachments 
include:  (1)  The  Bilateral  Airworthiness 
Agreement  between  United  States  and  ' 
United  Kingdom;  (2)  United  Kingdom 
Civil  Aviation  Authority  (CAA)  Engine 
Type  Certificate  Data  Sheet  No.  3016; 
and  (3)  United  States  FAA  Type 
Certificate  No.  E14NE  and  the  Type 
Certificate  Data  Sheet.  The  report  is 
available  for  examination  and  copying 
at  the  Rules  Docket,  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  New  England  Region, 


12  New  England  Executive  Paric, 
Burlington,  Massachusetts  01803.  Copies 
of  the  report  may  be  obtained  from  die 
Ofi'ice  of  the  Director,  FAA  New 
England  Region,  12  New  England 
Executive  Paric,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Mass.,  On  November 
23. 1981. 

Robert  E.  Whittington, 

Director,  New  England  Region. 

[FV  Doc.  81-38538  Piled  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4810-13-M 


Federal  Highway  Administration 

Environmental  Impact  Statement; 
Chautauqua  Coun^,  N.Y. 

agency:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  Intent. 

summary:  The  FHWA  is  issuing  this 
notice  to  advise  the  public  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  for  a  proposed  highway  project 
in  Chautauqua  County,  New  York. 
for  further  information  contact. 
Roger  H.  Edwards,  Director,  Facilities 
Design  Division,  New  York  State 
Department  of  Transportation,  State 
Campus,  1220  Washington  Avenue, 
Albany,  New  York  12232,  Telephone: 
(518)  457-6452,  or 

Victor  E.  Taylor,  Division  Administrator, 
Federal  Highway  Administration.  New 
York  Division,  Leo  W.  O’Brien  Federal 
Building,  9th  Floor,  Clinton  Avenue  and 
North  Pearl  Street,  Albany,  New  York 
12207,  Telephone:  (518)  472-3618. 
SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  New 
York  State  Department  of 
Transportation  in  cooperation  with  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration,  will 
be  preparing  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  on  a  proposal  (Project 
Identification  No.  5269.00,  5289.01  and 
5289.02)  to  solve  the  transportation 
problems  in  a  corridor  bounded  by  the 
NY  394-NY  474  junction  on  the  wes], 
Prendergast  Avenue  on  the  east, 
Chautauqua  Lake  on  the  north  and 
Baker  Street  on  the  south.  The  corridor 
traverses  parts  of  the  Town  of  Busti, 
Town  of  Ellicott  and  the  City  of 
Jamestown,  all  of  the  Village  of 
Lakewood  and  Village  of  Celoron,  in  the 
County  of  Chautauqua. 

All  reasonable  and  feasible 
alternatives  within  the  defined  corridor 
for  the  proposed  project  will  be 
considered,  along  with  the  no  build 
alternative.  The  study  will  consist  of 
capacity-related  and  demand-responsive 
solutions  to  include  the  location  of,  and 
variations  in,  horizontal  and  vertical 
alignment  typical  roadway  section, 


geometric  design,  implementation  of 
ride-sharing  programs,  increasing  bus 
ridership  and  bicycle/pedestrian 
facilities. 

The  original  studies  conducted  under 
the  requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  began  in  1971. 
The  scoping  process  for  the  proposed 
project  has  been  going  on  since  1978, 
when  public  informational  meetings 
were  conducted  to  determine  the 
public’s  response  for  the  proposed 
project  need  and  corridor  transportation 
problems.  This  began  the  design  phase 
of  developing  highway  design 
alternatives  with  coordination  of 
interested  public  and  private  agencies, 
organizations  and  individuals,  and 
significant  issues  to  the  proposed  project 
have  been  identified.  Therefore,  a 
formal  scoping  meeting  is  not  planned. 

Agencies,  organization  and 
individuals  interested  in  submitting 
comments  or  questions  should  contact 
D.  H.  Ketchum,  Regional  Director,  New 
York  State  Department  of 
Transportation,  Region  #5,  General 
William  ).  Donovan  State  Office 
Building,  125  Main  Street,  Buffalo,  New 
York  14203. 

To  ensiue  that  the  full  range  of  issues 
related  to  this  proposed  action  are 
addressed  and  all  significant  issues 
identified,  comments  and  suggestions 
are  invited  from  all  interested  parties. 
Comments  or  questions  concerning  this 
proposed  action  and  the  EIS  should  be 
directed  to  the  NYSDOT  or  FHWA  at 
the  address  provided  above. 

Issued  on  December  9, 1981. 

Victor  E.  Taylor. 

Division  Administrator,  Albany,  New  York. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36415  Filed  12-23-81: 8:45  am] 

BH-LINO  COOE  4910-22-M 


Environmental  Impact  Statement; 

Knox  and  Blount  Counties,  Tenn. 

agency:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent. 

summary:  The  FHWA  is  issuing  this 
notice  to  .advise  the  public  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  for  a  proposed  project  in  Knox 
and  Blount  counties  in  Tennessee. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Mr.  E.  G.  Oakley,  Division 
Administrator,  Federal  Highway 
Administration,  Federal  Building-U.S. 
Courthouse,  801  Broadway,  Suite  A-926, 
Nashville,  Tennessee  37203,  telephone 
(615)  251-5394. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Beginning  on  Interstate  40/75  west  of 
Knoxville,  Teimessee,  in  Knox  County, 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46.  No.  247  /  Thursday,  December  24,  1981  /  Notices 


62599 


the  proposed  project  would  extend 
Pellissippi  Parkway  through  west  Knox 
County  across  the  Tennessee  River  (Fort 
Loudon  Lake)  to  north  Blount  County. 
The  proposed  project  would  end  at  State 
Route  73  (U.S.  129-Alcoa  Highway) 
north  of  Maryville  in  Blount  County. 

This  6-to  20-inile  extension  is  proposed 
to  improve  both  local  and  through  travel 
between  west  Knox  County  and  north 
Blount  County.  Alternatives  initially 
identified  for  study  include  the 
following:  a  “no-action”  alternative;  an 
upgrading  of  the  existing  road  system;  a 
mass  transit  alternative;  and  two 
alternatives  requiring  construction  on  a 
new  location.  During  the  scoping 
process,  several  other  alternatives  were 
suggested.  All  alternatives  will  be 
reviewed  to  identify  the  reasonable 
alternatives  for  consideration  in  the 
environmental  impact  statement 
On  January  9, 1981.  information  on  the 
proposed  project  was  mailed  to 
approximately  two  hundred  public 
agencies,  local  govenunents,  and 
neighborhood  groups  with  a  request  for 
their  comments.  Two  public  meetings 
were  held  to  receive  additional 
comments:  one  in  west  Knox  County  on 
January  21, 1981,  and  one  in  north  Blount 
County  on  January  22. 1981.  Meetings 
were  held  with  the  staffs  of  the  local 
planning  agencies  in  both  Knox  and 
Blount  Counties  on  October  27, 1981.  A 
report  summarizing  all  the  comments 
received  during  the  scoping  process  is 
being  prepared  for  distribution. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Number  20.205,  Highway  Research, 
Planning  and  Construction.  The  provisions  of 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-OS  regarding  State  and 
local  clearinghouse  review  of  Federal  and 
federally-assisted  programs  and  projects 
apply  to  this  program) 

Dated:  December  11, 1961. 

Edward  G.  Oakley, 

Division  Administrator,  Tennessee  Division, 
Nashville,  Tenn. 

|FR  Doc.  81-36409  Filed  12-23-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  COO^  4910-22-M 


Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration  • 

New  Bus  Equipment  Introduction 
Program 

agency:  Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration,  DOT. 
action:  Announcement  of  New  Bus 
Equipment  Introduction  Program. 

summary:  On  December  24, 1981,  the 
Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administrator,  Arthur  E.  Teele,  Jr. 
announced  the  selection  of  four  transit 
operators  to  test  and  evaluate 
innovative  bus  design  features  on  30 


articulated  and  small  size  buses  under 
the  Department  of  Transportation’s  New 
Bus  Equipment  Introduction  (N^I) 
program.  Because  of  the  high  level  of 
interest  expressed  in  this  program  from 
across  the  country,  the  Urban  Mass 
Transportation  Administration  (UMTA) 
is  reannouncing  the  program  to  solicit 
additional  expressions  of  interest  in 
order  to  achieve  a  wider  geographical 
distribution  of  projects,  llus  program 
has  been  established  by  UMTA  to  test, 
various  bus  design  features  in  order  to 
assess  the  extent  to  which  they  improve 
fuel  efficiency,  accessibility  and 
reliability,  and  reduce  maintenance  cosL 
Consideration  will  be  given  to 
innovative  features  in  standard, 
articulated,  and  small  size  buses.  A 
limited  number  of  projects  will  be 
selected  to  evaluate  the  most  promising 
innovative  features.  Project  selection 
will  be  based  on  the  desirability  of  the 
proposed  bus  features,  climate,  user 
population,  overall  efficiency,  labor 
productivity,  and  maintenance 
effectiveness  of  properties,  as  well  as 
ability  of  grantees  to  provide  local  share 
for  the  program. 

DATES:  Transit  operators  interested  in 
participating  in  the  program  should  send 
a  “letter  of  interest”  to  the  UMTA 
Associate  Administrator  for  Technology 
Development  and  Development  by 
February  5, 1982.  Those  transit 
properties  that  formally  submitted  a 
“letter  of  interest”  to  UMTA  expressing 
a  desire  to  be  included  in  this  program 
may  submit  a  new  “letter  of  interest.” 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  Marino,  Director.  Office  of  Bus  and 
Paratransit  'Technology,  UTD-20,  Urban 
Mass  Transportation  Administration, 

400  7th  Street,  SW^  Washington,  D.C. 
20590;  Telephone  (202)  526-4035. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
goals  of  the  program  are  to  provide: 

•  An  introduction  into  public 
transportation  service  of  innovative 
and  improved  products  that 
emphasize  fuel  economy,  accessibility 
and  lower  costs  of  operation  and 
maintenance; 

•  An  opportunity  for  transit  operators 
and  die  general  public  to  form  a 
greater  consensus  on  the  features 
required  to  provide  more  useful, 
efficient  and  suitable  buses; 

•  An  opportunity  for  bus  manufacturers, 
transit  operators  and  the  public  to 
assess  the  marketability  and 
acceptance  of  those  design  features 
selected  for  evaluation;  and 

•  Actual  cost  data  and  operational 
experience  as  a  basis  for  evaluation  of 
various  bus  features,  prior  to  the 
introduction  of  such  features  in 
widespread  service. 


The  NBEI  program  is  to  be  funded 
through  local  public  agencies  from  a  sef- 
aside  within  UMTA’s  Capital 
Assistance  program  which  v/i!l  provide 
80  percent  of  the  capital  costs  required 
to  implement  the  program.  Buses 
procured  under  tlds  program  will  be  in 
addition  to  any  othes  grants  for  bus 
purchase  whidi  might  otherwise  be 
made  to  the  area.  'Therefore,  Federal 
grants  under  this  program  will  be 
supplementary  to  other  capital 
assistance  grants.  Local  participation  for 
the  remaining  costs  must  be  provided  by 
or  through  the  sponsoring  public  agmicy. 
The  program  is  expected  to  be 
conducted  over  a  period  of  up  to  two 
years.  Additionally.  UMTA  will  provide 
financial  support  for  test  plan 
preparation,  data  collection  and 
analysis,  evaluation,  documentation  and 
dissemination  of  information  resulting 
from  the  program. 

'This  program  is  designed  to  test  and 
evaluate  innovative  features  that  are 
incorporated  on  existing  production 
vehicles.  It  is  anticipate  that  no  fewer 
than  five  and  no  more  than  20  buses  of 
any  one  type  will  be  purchased  by  any 
one  public  agency.  It  is  UMTA’s  intent 
to  ensure  compliance  with  all  Federal 
requirements  (e.g..  Buy  America,  EPA, 
NHTSA,  etc.)  in  carrying  out  this 
program. 

The  “letters  of  interest”  should 
provide  the  following  information: 

1.  The  design  features  of  interest, 
expected  benefit,  number  of  each  type  of 
vehicle  desired  and  willingness  to  buy 
with  UMTA  funding  assistance  existing 
production  buses  with  innovative 
features  not  available  at  present  (no 
brand  names  should  be  identified); 

2.  Adequacy  of  financial  resources  to 
fund  the  local  share  of  the  capital  costs 
of  the  project  and  operating  costs; 

3.  Willingness  to  operate  these  buses 
in  passenger  service  and  to  collect  or 
allow  for  the  collection  of  operating  and 
maintenance  data  for  a  period  of  12  to 
24  months; 

4.  Brief  description  of  the  existing 
local  operating  and  maintenance  record¬ 
keeping  system  and  information  on 
overall  efficiency,  labor  productivity 
and  maintenance  effectiveness  of  the 
bus  transit  system; 

5.  Total  number  €md  types  of  buses 
presently  used- (including  number  and 
types  of  buses  with  lifts)  in  the  service 
area  and  specifically  on  routes  proposed 
for  test  equipment;  and 

6.  Ability  and  willingness  to 
participate  in  multiple  awards  and  to 
enter  into  a  consortium  with  other 
grantees.  Information  should  be 
provided  regarding  local  and/or  state 
regulations  that  may  restrict 
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procurement  options  as  mentioned 
above. 

The  proposals  should  provide 
sufficient  data  to  permit  evaluation  of 
the  merits  of  the  project.  Based  on  its 
review  of  the  information  submitted, 
UMTA  will  select  a  munber  of 
additional  projects  depending  on 
availability  of  FY 1982  and  FY 1983 
funds. 

Issued:  December  17, 1981. 

Arthur  E.  Teele,  Jr., 

Administrator,  Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration. 

IFR  Doc.  81-36713  Filed  12-23-81;  8:46  am] 

BILLINQ  CODE  4910-S7-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 

Tubular  Textile  Braided  Lead  Lines; 
Change  of  Practice  Considered; 
Extension  of  Time  for  Public  Comment 

agency:  Customs  Service,  Treasury. 
action:  Proposed  change  of  practice; 
notice  of  extension  of  time  for 
comments. 

summary:  This  notice  extends  the 
period  of  time  within  which  interested 
members  of  the  public  may  submit 
comments  with  respect  to  a  proposed 
change  of  practice  relating  to  tubular 
textile  braided  lead  lines.  A  document 
inviting  the  public  to  comment  on  this 
proposal  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  October  21, 1981  (46  FR 
51698).  Comments  were  to  have  been 
received  on  or  before  December  21, 


1981.  A  request  has  been  received  to 
extend  the  period  of  time  for  the 
submission  of  comments.  This  notice 
extends  the  period  of  time  to  January  21, 

1982. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  January  21, 1982. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  (preferably 
in  triplicate]  may  be  addressed  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  Attention: 
Regulations  Control  Branch,  U.S. 
Customs  Service,  1301  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Room  2426,  Washington, 
D.C.  20229. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Phil  Robins,  Classification  and  Value 
Division,  U.S.  Customs  Service,  1301 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20299  (202-556-8181). 

Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

Donald  W.  Lewis, 

Director,  Office  of  Regulations  and  Rulings. 

[FR  Doc.  81-36789  Filed  12-23-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4820-02-M 


internal  Revenue  Service 

Commissioner’s  Advisory  Group;  Open 
Meeting 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the 
Commissioner’s  Advisory  Group  on 
January  11, 12  and  13, 1982,  in  Room 
3313  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Service 
Building.  The  building  is  located  at  1111 
Constitution  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  The  meeting  will  begin  at  10:00 
A.M.  on  January  11  and  12,  and  at  9:30 
A.M.  on  January  13.  The  agenda  will 
include  the  following  topics: 


Monday,  January  11, 1982 
Organization  of  the  IRS. 

Tuesday,  January  12, 1982 

Recent  Changes  in  the  Handling  of 
Tax  Shelter  Cases. 

Current  Status  of  Partnership  Audit 
Program. 

Tax  Protestors — Status  of  IRS 
Program  to  Identify  and  Deal  with  Tax 
Protestor  Activities  As  Well  As  Dealing 
with  False  Withholding  Certificates. 

Reassessment  of  the  Large  Case 
Examination  Program. 

Wednesday,  January  13, 1982 

Tax  Administration  Consequences  of 
the  Economic  Recovery  Act. 

Prospects  for  Annual  or  Semi-Annual 
Filing  of  Forms  941. 

The  Service’s  Approach  to  Dealing 
with  the  Accounts  Receivable  Inventory. 

The  meeting,  which  will  be  open  to 
the  public,  will  be  in  a  room  that 
accommodates  approximately  50  people. 
After  the  Committee  members  finish 
discussing  the  items  on  the  agenda, 
there  may  be  time  for  statements  by 
non-members.  If  you  want  to  make  a 
statement  at  the  meeting,  or  if  you 
would  like  the  Committee  to  consider  a 
written  statement,  please  call  or  write  to 
James  Lantonio,  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Commissioner,  1111  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20224. 
Roscoe  L.  Egger,  Jr., 

Commissioner. 

December  21, 1981. 

(FR  Doc.  81-36814  Filed  12-22.81;  9:50  am] 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  VoL  46,  No. 
236,  Wednesday,  December  9, 1981. 
PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  THE  meeting:  11  a.m.,  Thursday. 
December  24, 1981. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Cancelled. 

Filsd  12-22-81;  11:20  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6351-01-M 


2 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 

COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  DATE:  Commission  Meeting. 
9:30  a.m.,  Thursday.  November  12, 1981. 
location:  Third  floor  hearing  room, 

1111 18th  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Urea-Formaldehyde  Foam  Insulation: 

Request  for  Comments  on  Selected 
Issues 

The  Commission  will  consider  a  draft 
Federal  Register  document  which  will 
seek  public  comment  on  new  data  and 
analyses  that  have  been  prepared  by  the 
staff  or  others  since  CPSC  published  a 
proposed  ban  of  urea-formaldehyde  foam 
insulation  in  February,  1981.  The  studies 
concern  technical,  health  risk  and 
economic  information. 

2.  Briefing  on  Lead  in  Gift  Wrap  Paper: 

Status  of  Voluntary  Activity 
The  staff  will  brief  the  Commission  on  the 
voluntary  action  program  of  the  Gift 
Wrappings  and  Tyings  Association  to 
limit  the  use  of  lead  products  in  gift  wrap 
paper.  Under  the  program,  developed  in 
consulation  with  CP^  staff. 


participating  gift  wrap  manufacturers 
will  ask  their  suppliers  to  certify  lead 
content  in  pigments  they  purchase,  and 
wili  have  independent  laboratories  test 
inks  and  papers  for  lead  content 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADOiTIONAL 

INFORMATION:  Sheldon  D.  Butts.  Deputy 

Secretary,  Offlce  of  the  Secretary.  Suite 

300. 1111 18th  Street,  NW.,  Washington. 

DC  20207;  telephone  (301)  492-6800. 

IS-192U-81  Filed  12-22-81;  12:15  pm| 

BNJJNG  CODE  6355-01-M 
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CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION .. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  Commission  Meeting,  10 
a.m..  Tuesday,  November  24, 1981. 
location:  Third  floor  hearing  room. 

1111 18th  Street.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
STATUS:  Closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  . 

1.  Enforcement  Matter  OSit  1061 

The  Commission  will  consider  issues 
related  to  an  enforcement  matter. 

2.  Enforcement  Matter  OSlt  1065 

The  Commission  will  consider  issues 
related  to  an  enforcement  matter. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITIONAL 
information:  Sheldon  D.  Butts;  Deputy 
Secretary,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Suite 
300, 1111 18th  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C  20207;  telephone  (301)  492-6800. 

IS-19Z1-S1  Filed  12-22-81;  12U6  pm) 

BILUNG  CODE  S3S5-01-4I 
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CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

^ME  AND  date:  Commission  Meeting. 
9:30  a.m.,  Wednesday,  December  16, 
1981. 

LOCATION:  Third  floor  hearing  room, 

1111 18th  Street.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
STATUS:  Open  to  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Unvented  Gas-Fired  Space  Heaters. 

Petition  CP  82-1 

The  Commission  will  consider  petition  CP 
B2-1  from  the  Gas  Appliance 
Manufacturers  Association  requesting 
revocation  of  a  standard  on  unvented 
gas-fired  space  heaters.  The  briefing  on 
this  matter  was  held  on  December  10, 
1981. 

2.  Toy  Chests 

The  staff  will  brief  the  Commission  on 
issues  related  to  the  safety  of  toy  chests. 

STATUS:  Closed  to  the  public. 


3.  Enforcement  Matter  (OStt  106S) 

The  Commission  will  consider  issues 
related  to  enforcement  matter  OS#  1069. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITIONAL 
information:  Sheldon  D.  Butts.  Deputy 
Secretary,  Office  of  the  Secretary.  Suite 
300. 1111 18th  Street,  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20207;  telephone  (301)  492-6800. 

IS-1922-S1  Fded  12.22-81: 12.17  pm| 

BaUNQ  CODE  6SS5-01-M 
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CONSUMER  PROOUCt  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  date:  Commission  Meeting,  10 
a.m..  Thursday.  December  17, 1981. 
location:  Room  456,  Westwood 
Towers,  Bethesda,  Maryland. 

STATUS:  Open  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIOEREO: 

1.  FY  82  Operating  Plan  Review 
The  staff  will  review  with  the 

Commissioners  issues  related  to  the 
Operating  Plan  for  fiscal  year  1981. 

2.  FY  82  Priorities 

The  staff  will  review  with  the 
Commissioners  issues  related  to  the 
Commission’s  priorities  for  fiscal  year 
1982. 

3.  Solid  Fuel— Related  Fire  Hazards 

The  staff  will  brief  the  Commission  on  a 
final  report  addressing  hazards 
associated  with  solid  fuel  devices  and 
systems. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION:  Sheldon  D.  Butts,  Deputy 
Secretary,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  S^te 
300, 1111 18th  Street,  NW.,  Washington. 
DC  20207;  telephone  (301)  492-680a 

IS-1923-S1  Filed  12-22-81;  845  am) 
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CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  DATE:  Commission  Meeting, 
9:30  a.m.,  Monday.  December  21, 1981. 
LOCATION:  Third  floor  hearing  room, 
1111 18th  Street.  NW.,  Washington.  DC. 
STATUS:  Closed  to  the  publia 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Section  IS  Matters:  Status  Report 
The  staff  will  brief  the  Commission  on 

recent  activities  under  Section  IS  of  the 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Act 

2.  Enforcement  Matter  (OSlt  1078) 

The  staff  will  brief  the  Commission  on 
issues  related  to  an  enforcement  matter. 
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CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITIONAL 
information:  Sheldon  D.  Butts,  Deputy 
Secretary,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Suite 
300, 1111 18th  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20207;  telephone  (301)  492-6800. 

IS-1924-81  Filed  12-22-81;  12:18  pm) 
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EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 

TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.,  Tuesday, 
January  12, 1982. 

PLACE:  Commission  Conference  Room, 
No.  5240,  fifth  floor,  Columbia  Plaza 
Office  Building,  2401  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

STATUS:  Part  will  be  open  to  the  public 
and  part  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 
agenda:  The  agenda  for  the  above 
meeting  will  be  announced  in  the  near 
future. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Treva  I.  McCall, 

Executive  Offfcer,  Executive  Secretariat, 
at  (202)  634-1356. 

This  notice  issued  December  22, 1981. 

IS-1925-81  Filed  12-22-81;  2.-14  pm] 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Notice  of  Agency  Meeting 
Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Simshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
at  9:30  a.m.  on  Friday,  December  18, 

1981,  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 
met  in  closed  session,  by  telephone 
conference  call,  to  (1)  approve  the 
application  of  The  Buffalo  Savings  Bank, 
Buffalo,  New  York,  for  consent  to  merge, 
under  its  charter  and  title,  with  Union 
Dime  Savings  Bank,  New  York 
(Manhattan),  New  York,  and  to  establish 
the  main  office  and  eight  branches  of 
Union  Dime  Savings  Bank  as  branches 
of  the  resultant  bank,  and  (2)  provide 
financial  assistance  to  the  resulting 
bank,  pursuant  to  section  13(e)  of  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act,  in  order 
to  prevent  the  probable  failure  of  Union 
Dime  Savings  Bank. 

In  calling  the  meeting,  the  Board 
determined,  on  motion  of  Chairman 
William  M.  Isaac,  seconded  by  Director 
Irvine  H.  Sprague  (Appointive), 
concurred  in  by  Mr.  Paul  M.  Homan, 
acting  in  the  place  and  stead  of  director 
C.  T.  Conover  (Comptroller  of  the 
Currency),  that  Corporation  business 
required  its  consideration  of  the  matters 
on  less  than  seven  days’  notice  to  the 


public:  that  no  earlier  notice  of  the 
meeting  was  practicable;  that  the  public 
interest  did  not  require  consideration  of 
the  matters  in  a  meeting  open  to  public 
observation;  and  that  the  matters  could 
be  considered  in  a  closed  meeting 
pursuant  to  subsections  (c)(6),  (c)(8), 
(c)(9)(A)(ii),  and  (c)(9)(B)  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(6),  (c)(8),  (c)(9)(A)(ii),  and 
(c)(9)(B)). 

Dated:  December  18, 1981. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Alan  ).  Kaplan, 

Assistant  Executive  Secretary, 

IS-1918-81  Filed  12-22-81: 10:54  am] 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Notice  of  Changes  in  Subject  Matter  of 
Agency  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (e)(2)  of  the  “Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(2)), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  at  its  open 
meeting  held  at  2:00  p.m.  on  Monday, 
December  21, 1981,  the  Corporation’s 
Board  of  Directors  determined,  on 
motion  of  Chairman  William  M.  Isaac, 
seconded  by  Director  Irvine  H.  Sprague 
(Appointive),  concurred  in  by  Director 
C.  T.  Conover  (Comptroller  of  the 
Currency),  that  Corporation  business 
required  the  withdrawal  from  the 
agenda  for  consideration  at  the  meeting, 
on  less  than  seven  days’  notice  to  the 
public,  of  the  following  matters: 

Memorandum  re:  Budget  of  Liquidation 
Expenses  for  Budget  Year  1982. 
Memorandum  and  Resolution  re:  Accrual 
Accounting  Requirements  for  Commercial 
and  Mutual  Savings  Banks. 

By  the  same  majority  vote,  the  Board 
further  determined  that  Corporation 
business  required  the  addition  to  the 
agenda  for  consideration  at  the  meeting, 
on  less  than  seven  days’  notice  to  the 
public,  of  the  following  matter: 

Recommendation  regarding  the  liquidation  of 
a  bank's  assets  acquired  by  the 
Corporation  in  its  capacity  as  receiver, 
liquidator,  or  liquidating  agent  of  those 
assets: 

Case  No.  45,032-NR — ^United  States  National 
Bank,  San  Diego,  California 

By  the  same  majority  vote,  the  Board 
further  determined  that  no  earlier  notice 
of  these  changes  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  meeting  was  practicable. 

Dated:  December  21, 1981. 


Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Alan  ).  Kaplan, 

Assistant  Executive  Secretary. 

|s-192e-81  Filed  12-22-81;  3:33  pm] 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Notice  of  Change  in  Subject  Matter  of 
Agency  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
subsecton  (e)(2)  of  the  “Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(2)), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  at  its  closed 
meeting  held  at  2:30  p.m.  on  Monday, 
December  21, 1981,  the  Cbrporation’s 
Board  of  Directors  determined,  on 
motion  of  Chairman  William  M.  Isaac, 
seconded  by  Director  Irvine  H.  Sprague 
(Appointive),  concurred  in  by  Director 

C.  T.  Conover  (Comptroller  of  the 
Curency),  that  Corporaton  business 
required  the  addition  to  the  agenda  for 
consideration  at  the  meeting,  on  less 
than  seven  days’  notice  to  the  public,  of 
the  following  matter: 

Memorandum  and  Resolution  re: 

Metropolitan  Savings  Bank,  New  York 
(Brooklyn),  New  York,  regarding  the 
appointment  of  two  directors  of  Ralph  C. 
Sutro  Company. 

The  Board  further  determined,  by  the 
same  majority  vote,  that  no  earlier 
notice  of  the  change  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  meeting  was  practicable; 
that  the  public  interest  did  not  require 
consideration  of  the  matter  in  a  meeting 
open  to  public  observation;  and  that  the 
matter  could  be  considered  in  a  closed 
meeting  by  authority  of  subsection 
(c)(9)(B)  of  the  ’’Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(9)(B)). 

Dated:  December  21, 1981. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Alan  ).  Kaplan, 

Assistant  Executive  Secretary. 

lS-1927-81  Filed  12-22-81;  3:34  pm] 
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NATIONAL  MEDIATION  BOARD 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2  p.m.,  Monday,  January 
11, 1982. 

place:  Board  Hearing  Room,  eighth 
floor,  1425  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 

D. C. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Ratification  of  Board  actions  taken  by 
notation  voting  during  the  month  of 
December,  1981. 
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2.  Other  priority  matters  which  may  come 
before  the  Board  for  which  notice  will  be 
given  at  earliest  practicable  time. 

3.  Sta6  report  on  proposed  amendments  to 
the  NMB's  Representation  Manual,  including 
analysis  of  public  comments.  Board 
consideration  and/or  action  on  staff 
recommendations. 

SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Copies 
of  the  monthly  report  of  the  Board's 
notation  voting  actions  will  be  available 
from  the  Executive  Secretary’s  office 
following  the  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Rowland  K.  Quinn, 

Jr.,  Executive  Secretary  (202)  523-5926 

Dated:  December  21, 1961. 

|S-1917-ai  Filed  12-22-Sl;  10-.31  am| 
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